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master General censorship over publications; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BORCHERS: Petition of citizens of Champaign and
Urbana, Ill, against any abridgment of the freedom of the
press; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petition of M. P. and H. 0. Cooper,
prolesting against the Fitzgerald amendment to the Post Office
appropriation bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Algo, memorial of National Association of Vicksburg Veterans,
favoring appropriation for national celebration and peace
jubilee at Vicksburg, Miss.; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, petitions of Matthew A. Sandrock and Edward A. Loehr,
protesting against publication called the Menace through the
mails; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of American Association for Labor Legislation,
favoring the passage of the Kern-MeGillicnddy workmen’s com-
pensation bill (H. R. 15222) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Elmer E. Hubbard, of Cardenas, Cuba, favor-
ing a federation of nations first on the Western Hemisphere;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of Electrical Contractors’ Association of New
York, favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of sundry citizens
of ¥ureka, 8. Dak., in favor of House joint resolution 377; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. CALDER : Petition of Associated Physicians of Long
Island, favoring passage of the Palmer-Owen child-labor bill;
to the Committee on Labor,

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of Cigar Makers” Local Union No.
132, of Brooklyn, and New York Stereotypers’ Union, No. 1,
urging passage of the immigration bill over the President’s
veto; to the Committee on Tmmigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Associated Physicians of Long Island, favor-
ing passage of the Palmer-Owen child-labor bill; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

Also, petition of John C. Leeneth, Sea Cliff, Long Island,
N. Y., favoring passage of bills to prohibit export of war mate-
rials; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DAVIS: Resolutions adopted by the Minnesota State
Dairyman’s Association, at Owatonna, Minn., to enact a law
that will compel manufacturers of oleomargarine which con-
tains cow butter to sell their product as adulterated butter sub-
ject to an internal-revenue tax of 10 cents per pound, and the
usual licenses for adulterated butter, ete.; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. DRUKKER: Petition of citizens of Paterson, N. J.,
fayvoring passage of bills to prohibit export of war material;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FARR: Petition of Peter Bollard, James F. A. Mul-
doon, C. A. McCarty, Edward J. Brogan, James H. Lally, J. J,,
M. ., and P. J. Cannon, and Mark Kennedy, of Olyphant, Pa.,
against circulation of certain anti-Catholic publications; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GARRETT of Tenuessee: Petition of Tennessee Asso-
ciation of Credit Men, favoring passage of the Palmer-Owen
child-labor bill; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petitions of sundry citi-
zens and societies of the State of Pennsylvania, favoring passage
of bills to prohibit export of war material; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HINDS: Petition of John H. Harrington and 10
other citizens, of Portland, Me, protesting against export of
war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. LONERGAN: Communications of Adolph Grenlich,
Lonis Haussler, W. B. Retz, and William Kiesewetter, all of
New Britain, Conn., in re House Jjoint resolutions 377 and
378, 8. 6688, and H. R. 19548; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE: Letters from Siebebburger Gesellschafts
Verein, of West Homestead, Pa.; Concordia Quartette Club,
Deutscher Romisch Katholischer Staats-Verband, and sundry
citizens, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring legislation to prohibit
the exportation and sale of arms, ammunition, and munitions
of war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. MORIN (by request) : Petition of Elmer E. Hubbard,
of Cardenas, Cuba, and citizens of Pittsburgh and Philadelphia,
Pa., favoring House joint resolution 377, forbidding export of
arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also (by request), petition of Miss E. 8. Stilwell, of Tioga
County, Pa., favoring woman-suffrage amendment; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. NEELEY of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Hooper
County, Kans,, against any abridgment of the freedom of the
press; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of Hooper County, Kans., against
export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr.J.I. NOLAN : Enrolled copy of senate joint resolution 4
of the Legislature of the State of California, favoring the pas-
sage of the Keating bill, providing pensions for the veterans of
the Indian wars; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. OGLESBY : Petition of Association of the Civil War
Officers, of the twenty-fourth congressional district of New
York, favoring placing of volunteer officers of the Civil War
on list of retired officers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of Charles W. Grower,
Providence, R. I., favoring passage of the Hamill bill, H. R.
5139 ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

Also, petition of Dudley Hardware Co., Providence, R. I,
protesting against passage of bill to prohibit Government from
selling stamped and return envelopes; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. RAKER : Petition by L. D. Howard, of Lassen, Lassen
County, Cal, and 81 others, against the Fitzgerald amendment
to the Post Office appropriation bill; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Mrs. L. H. Brown, of California, against
Fitzgerald amendment to Post Office appropriation bill; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Mrs. F. O’Keeff and Mr. Henry Steitz, of
Placerville, Cal,, and other American citizens, favoring embargo
on arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Camp Fire Club of America, against H. R.
16673, relative to leasing of public lands; to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

Also, petition of citizens of Hollywood, Cal., favoring House
bill 12292, the Owen-Palmer child-labor bill; to the Committee
on Labor,

By Mr. SABATH : Petition of Chicago Federation of Labor,
asking an investigation into the administration of the Post
Office Department; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads. :

By Mr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma: Memorial of St. Joseph's
Society, protesting against passage of the Smith-Burnett immi-
gration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion. i =

By Mr. VOLLMER: Petition of Plattduetsche Verein, of
Grand Island, Nebr.,, favoring an embargo on war material; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Louis N. Miller, of Muscatine, Towa, for a
system of Federal, State, and municipal free employment agen-
cies; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry citizens of Amsterdam,
N. Y., favoring passage of bills to prohibit export of war mate-
rial; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Wepxespay, February 10, 1915,

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Open Thou our hearts, Father in heaven, to*the spiritual
forces which wait upon us and inspire us with a full sense of
the confidence Thou hast reposed in us as free moral agents, that
we may choose right and follow the lead of our conscience in
the affairs of men; that with clear conceptions and noble pur-
poses we may do Thy will, and thus be worthy of the intellectual,
moral, and spiritual gifts Thou hast bestowed upon us. In the
spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 21318,
the sundry civil appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Crisr in
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Iouse is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider-
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ation of the bill H. R. 21318, the sundry civil appropriation bill
When the committee rose last evening there was pending an
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, Mr. LEVY.

Mr. FITZGERALD. ' Mr. Chairman, if possible, I would like
to arrange some time for debate on this proposition.

Mr. GILLETT. I have no idea how many Members on this
side wish to speak.
Mr. COOPER: I want some time against the amendment

offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. .

Mr. GILLETT. ' Suppose we go on without any time agreed
upon for a while. I do not think there will be a great deal of
time used.

_ Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from New
York had an amendment pending to perfect the text, which
would be first in order. L

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated—that the question
was on the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LEevy].

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw my amendment
for the present and allow the amendment of the gentleman from
Massachusetts to be considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws
his amendment, and the Clerk will report the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The Clerk read as follows:
linPaﬁ 49, strike out the paragraph beginning on line § and ending on

e .

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I am making another attempt
here to come to the rescue of the party in power and the suffer-
ing Treasury. Judging from my success the other day in at-
tempting to save the Treasury £9,000,000, I am not very san-
guine of the result here. At the same time there is this differ-
ence: That amendment appealed to the individuals in the
House—it was a piece of fat, luscious pork—whereas this amend-
ment does not strike at us as individuals; so I hope it can be
considered more impartially.

Now, I do not wish to go info the original question of the
value of ascertaining the cost and present value of railroads.
I think everybody must admit that would be very desirable to
accomplish, and that it would unquestionably aid in fixing rates
and in determining the values and settling the mind of the people
of the country as to whether railroads were extorting from them
or not undue rates and would be of great use. The question is
not whether it is valuable, because I and everybody must admit
that,

The question is, are we to-day in such a financial condition as
to warrant the expense of ascertaining these valunable facts. It
is going to cost a great deal more than we had any idea when
we first adopted the legislation, and at the same time the Treas-
ury is much less able to meet the expense than it was then.
When first considered, we were told that it would cost three or
four million dollars. What is the condition to-day? We have
appropriated to date two and a half million dollars which has
been nearly expended, and the work is hardly begun, and the
chairman of the commission informed the committee—I will
read his exact language:

Now, we are spending at the rate of $2,000,000 a year; $2,000,000
a r, with perhaps some slight addition, because our land work is not
fumrﬂ(ievela yet, will carry all parts of the work along at the same
pace; that Is to say, would cover apgroxlmately from 20, to 25,000
miles of railroad a year. Of that $2,000,000, over $500,000 is what
may be termed overhead expense, and that expense would not be in-
creased if you donbled the number of our parties; and it has always
been my belief that we should conduet this work at the rate of about
50,000 a year; that is to say, we should practically clean up the work
between July 1 next and July 1 four years later.

That is to say, if they go at the rate of 50,000 miles a year
they would do it in 4 years from next July or 6 years from
the time the work was begun. But at the rate he asked appro-
priations for, two millions a year, at the rate they are now pro-
gressing it would take 8 or 10 years, for they are only doing
about 25,000 miles a year; and if at the rate of 50,000 a year
it would take 4 years from next July, at 25,000 a year it will
take them 8 or 10 years to complete the whole work. More-
over, Mr. Chairman, he told us that it is costing the railroads
at least as much, and he instanced one railroad which it is
costing twice as much per mile as it is the commission in
addition.

My, ESCH. That had reference to the Boston & Maine, and
was due to the fact that it was one of the oldest railroads and
h]itd nolrl:uaps and no original records, and they had to reprodu
them all. .

Mr, GILLETT. Yes; I was not assuming that it would cost
that much all over the country. He said in some cases it cost
twice as much. I think it is fair to say that on an average it
will cost the railroads as much as it does the commission, and
that at the.rate we are now going, $2,000,000 a year, in eight

years’ time it will cost $16,000,000, and we have spent two mil-
lions and a half already, so. there is about $20,000,000 on the
present estimate, and that in the past estimates have always
been far too low. It will cost the railroads as much more, und
that all comes out of the people, because the railroads have got
to get their rates, and so there is an expense of about $40,000.000,
and we do not know how much more. It will cost the country
$40,000,000 and upward to establish these facts.

Now, in the present condition of the Treasury, when, as the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp] said yesterday,
we are probably next year going to have a deficit of from thirty
to one hundred million dollars, is it not just as well to stop
and hesitate before we go further into this expense? It is going
to take at the present rate 10 years, and will cost the country
$35,000,000 at least. At the end of 10 years a large part of the
work will be obsolete; the inventory which is taken at the be-
ginning will be of very little value then. Moreover, Judge
Proury said in the hearings that if the law were strictly to
be carried out, and if they were to make the inventories that
the law requires, there would be $15,000,000 more in addition
required in making the computations. So we are entering into
a tremendous field of expenditure—a field which we did not
contemplate at all when we passed the original bill. It seems to
me, under the present conditions, when the Treasury is suffer-
ing, when that side even admits the probability of a deficit—it
seems to me that now is the time to curtail expenditures, and
here is an opportunity to cut off $3,000,000, which we ought not
to neglect.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, of course I am deeply im-
pressed by the earnest, soul-stirring, tear-compelling remarks of
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Giurerr], who is so
deeply concerned about economy and who rushes so often “to
the rescue” of the poor, incompetent Democrats in his efforts
to protect the people against Democratic extravagance. Of
course the remarks are jocular. It is not generally known that
he is a humorist, but he is of the very gravest type. His speech
reminds me of a fable, which no doubt he will remember as giv-
ing him pleasure in childhood. It may be that he wants his
party to imitate a character in that fable. The pigeons, you
know, in terror of the hawk, besought the kite to come and pro-
tect them against the hawk and rule over them. The kite came,
and without difficulty routed the hawk, and then took posses-
sion of the pigeon cote and ate the pigeons all the winter in
perfect happiness. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman and his party,
if they can hornswoggle the people into driving the Demoecrats
from custody and power, and restore them, will be very much in
the position of the kite, and again thrive and grow rich and
powerful by devouring the substance of the people whom they
misrule and rob. [Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, T am opposed to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Girrerr]. It
is necessary only to state the principles on which to-day the
people, regardless of party, are united, in order to show that
we ought not to stop the work of making a physiecal valuation
of railroads upon which the Interstate Commerce Commission
is engaged, and that the amendment of the gentleman from
Massachusetts should be defeated.

Transportation is a necessity of business life, and as a rail-
road is a monopoly of transportation rates ought to be, and
have been, made the subject of public regulation. The law has
bestowed unpon the Interstate Commerce Commission the power
to say what is a just and reasonable rate, and yet that com-
mission is to-day without the information absolutely necessary
to enable it to tell when rates are just and reasonable. That
sounds strange, but it is entirely true. The commission to-day
has not the facts necessary in order that it may with con-
fidence declare that rates are just and reasonable as between
shippers and the companies. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. GiLerT] has just said that no one will deny that
the valuation of the property of railroads might be a good
thing, but he maintains that the condition of the Public Treas-
ury does not warrant us in proceeding with it at this time.
Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of doing a good thing by
and by. This is a question of providing for an absolute and
pressing necessity now. It is not a question of the future pos-
sibility of a deficit; it is a question of the necessity of giving
the Interstate Commerce Commission without delay reliable
data with which to determine whether rates are reasonable.

The gentleman from Massachusetts said that this valuation
ought not to be proceeded with now because of the condition of
the Treasury; but he made another statement which indicated
that if he could have his way there would not be any physical
valuation of railroads at all. If this is not his attitude why
did he declare with much fervor that we are entering upon a
vast field of expense and that no one knows what that expense
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will be? That statement of the gentleman reveals that it is
not the present condition of the Treasury which especially
troubles him. On the contrary, it clearly shows that he is
going to be troubled in the future, as he is now, regardless of
the condition of the Treasury. He is alarmed because, as he
says, we are entering upon a great field of expense, the magni-
tude of which no one can tell. That means that at heart the
gentleman is opposed to having the Government ever learn the
value of the railroad properties.

Mr. GILLETT, Does not the gentleman admit that is the
fact? foil

Mr. COOPER. I do nof.

AMr. GILLETT. That we are entering into a great field of ex-
pense that we can not estimate?

Mr. COOPER. Ob, we can not exactly, but we can approxi-
mately.

Mr. GILLETT. What does the gentleman think it will cost?

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman's question shows plainly that
I correctly interpreted his statement.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin has expired.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
my time be extended for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER. 'The gentleman from Massachusetts is at
heart opposed to continuing and completing this business of
making a valuation of the physical properties of the railroads.

Mr. Chairman, there is a decision of the Supreme Court of the
United States which is decisive of the question presented by the
amendment now pending. But before reading from the deci-
sion it may be well for me to say that no Member wishes—
certainly I do not wish—to indulge in indiscriminate attacks
on railroad management. I know railroad officials, men of fine
character and of unusual ability, high-minded, public-spirited
citizens. 1 have heard of others who are not men of that char-
acter, but are lacking in the essentials of true American man-
hood, but that fact would not, as I have said, justify me in in-
dulging in denunciation -of all railread management—that
sort of unreasoning, indiscriminate abuse characteristic of the
demagogue and of the demagogue only.

But to return to the decision of the Supreme Court. I read
from Smyth v. Ames (169 U. 8. Repts.) the decision rendered
by Mr. Justice Harlan. Y .

A rallroad is a public highway, and none the less so because con-
structed and maintained through the aﬁncy of a corporation deriving
its existence and powers from the State. Such a corporation was
created for publie purposes. It performs a function of the State. Its
authority to exercise the right of eminent domain and to charge tolls
was given primarily for the benefit of the public. It is, therefore,
under Government control, subject, of course, to the constitutional
guaranties for the protection of its property. it may not fix its rates
with a view solely to its own interests and ifmore the rights of the
publie, but the rights of the public would be ignored if rates for the
transportation of persons or property on a railroad were exacted with-
out reference to the falr value of the property used for the public or of
the services rendered, and in order simply that the corporation may
meet operating expenses, pay the interest on its obligations, and de-
clare a dividend to stockholders. F

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COOPER. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. I8 there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin. [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. COOPER. I ask the careful attention of the House to an-
ofther paragraph in this.opinion of the Supreme Court:

The basis of all calculations as to the reasonableness of rates to be
charged by a corporation maintaining a highway under legislative sanc-
tlon must be the fair value of the property being used by it for the
convenlence of the public; and in order to ascertain that value, the
original cost of construction, the amount expended In permanent im-
provements, the amount and market value of its bonds and stock, the
present as compared with the original cost of construction, the prob-
able earning capacity of the property under particular rates pre-
scribed by statute, and the sum required to meet operating expenses
are all matters for consideration and are to be given such weight as
may be just and right in each case. What the cam;laany is entitled to
ask is a fair return upon the value of that which it employs for the

ublic convenience ; and, on the other hand, what the public is entitled
0 demand is that no more be exacted from it for the use of a public
highway than the services rendered by it are reasonably worth.

Observe again the language of the Supreme Court, for it is
conclusive against the amendment of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts: :

What the company is entitled to ask is a fair return upon the value
of that which it employs for the public convenience,

Here is a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States
holding that a railroad is entitled to receive a fair return on
the value of the property it uses. But how is the Government
to know the value of the property used by a railroad unless it
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appropriates money to find out? This decision of the Supreme
Court conclusively shows that the amendment offered by the
distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts ought not to pass.
To-day the Government does not possess the information which
the court says is indispensable in the establishing of just rates.

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, COOPER. I will . :

Mr. GORDON. Is it not a fact in these hearings before the
Interstate Commerce Commission now that the only evidence of
the value of railroads is the stocks and bonds which the
managers themselves issue? :
% Mr. COOPER. There is considerable truth in that sugges-

on.

The people of the United States are fair-minded. They would
no;: harm the roads; they ask only justice for themselves. Public
opinion—— -

Mr. BARTLETT. May I suggest to the gentleman, in answer
to that question, that while they have that evidence under this
bill on which this valuation is to be taken, that they have sent
bodies of men out for the purpose of going over the roads and
making the actual examination to determine the value of the
roads. In other words, the mere fact that we are providing
for the physical valuation pretermitted the idea that they make
a value of all their stocks and bonds issued. ;

My, MANN. ' If the gentleman will permit, we have not pro-
vided for a physical valuation. We provided for a valuation
of the property. :

Mr, BARTLETT, That is what we thought we were doing.

Mr. MANN. No; we changed it on purpose.

Mr. COOPER. Well, the law now includes it. .

Mr. MANN. Certainly it includes physical valuation, but the

endeavor was to give the valuation of all classes of property,

80 the commission will have that information. -

Mr. BAILEY. In that very physical valuation, does the gen-
tleman understand the franchise values are included?

Mr. COOPER. No; they do not pay anything for the fran-
chise. Why should they charge rates to earn dividends on
something the people gave them?

Mr. BAILEY. Well, the franchise value to-day figures in the
freight rates and other rates, does it not? :

Mr. COOPER. Here are the elements of valuation set forth
in this decision of the Supreme Court: ]
And In order to ascertain that value the original cost of construction,
the amount expended in permanent improvements, the amount and
market value of its bonds and stocks, the present as compared with the
original cost of construction, the probable earning eapacity of the prop-
erty under particular rates preseribed by statute, amf the sum required
to meet operating exgemea are all matters for consideration, and are
to be given such welght as may be just and right in each case. s

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. :

Mr. COOPER. Mr, Chairman, in view of the great impor-
tance of the pending amendment, I ask for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. BAILEY. I think they include franchise values in the
calculation in the issuance of stocks and bonds; in other words,
the stocks and bonds are based upon the franchise value almost
invariably, or very largely so.

Mr. COOPER. Stocks and bonds ought not to be issued upon
something they got for nothing and then proceeded to declare
worth millions to them after getting it. :

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true that the recent freight advance
is being capitalized to-day and more securities are being issued
thereon? .

Mr. COOPER. I do not know ; I am speaking now on a matter
of abstract principle. I say that it is utterly impossible for the
Interstate Commerce Commission properly to perform its duties
in the vastly important matter of regulating rates unless Con-
gress shall appropriate money sufficient to enable it to ascer-
tain the value of the property used by the roads.

The sum of $3,000,000 is nothing compared to fifteen or twenty
billions, the alleged valued of the property. We. better issue
bonds for that sum than to stop this valuation. The interests
of the Government, the interests of the shippers, the interests
of the roads themselves all demand that this amendment be de-
feated, the money appropriated and the work of making the
valuation be, as rapidly as possible, hastened to a conclusion.

Only yesterday the newspapers reported that one of the west-
ern railroads voted presents of $100,000—gifts of money—to
each of three of its officials, and that on the 25th of this month
the Interstate Commerce Commission is going to make an in-
vestigation of these interesting and munificent donations. Who
furnished these hundreds of thousands of dollars? Why, of
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course, the people, who paid for freight over the road and the
passengers who rode in its cars.

Consider the scandalous performance of the New York, New
Haven & Hartford Railroad. Ought the people not to know how
much is really invested in that property? The best railroad
managers in the United States are in favor of this law and of
its enforcement now. A good railroad man told me not long
since that the one great obstacle with which railroads are con-
stantly confronted is the prejudice aroused, and legitimately
aroused, in the public mind by the scandalous conduct of some
men who are manipulating stocks, but ought not to be managing
railroads.

It is impossible for the Government properly to fix rates
without knowing the value of the railroad property, and yet
the wentleman from Massachusetts proposes not to appropriate
a cent for us to continue this absolutely necessary work. Public
opinion is very strongly in favor of having this work go on.
Wisconsin has valued her railroads, Michigan has valued her
railroads, other States have valued their railroads, and all
with benefit to intrastate shippers in these respective Common-
wealths,

Will anybody tell me why it would not be of equally great
benefit to the interstate shippers and to the interstate passen-
gers in the United States if we had that data for the great inter-
state trunk lines? What we need in order to do justice in the
United States in the solution of all of the great industrial prob-
lems which confront the Republic is publicity, not secrecy and
the strong arm. I shall vote against the amendment, and I
shall be astonished if the Committee of the Whole does mnot
reject it.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In the gentleman's State I
understand they have a very complete system of physical valua-
tion of railroads, and the gentleman states that it has resulted
in a material reduction of rates within the State.

Mr. COOPER. I have been told so.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What has been the effect in
regard to taxing railroads since the physical valuation has be-
come known?

Mr. COOPER. As I understand it, the relations between the
State now and the railroads are more harmonious than ever
before in the history of the State. Both corporations and the
people are satisfied with present conditions. The earnings of
the railroads have increased and in many instances rates within
the State have been reduced.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Has their use been utilized
for taxing purposes as the result of the physical valuation?

Mr. COOPER. I do not know as to that; but I know that
rates have been diminished. Perhaps the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. LExroor] may know.

Mr. LENROOT. The taxes have been increased in this way:
At the time the physical valuation was had the system was
changed from a gross-earning system to a valuation system.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Can the gentleman tell what
it cost to make the physical valuation in Wisconsin?

Mr. COOPER. I do not know.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota., Does the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. LENgoot] know?

Mr. LENROOT. I do not.

Mr. STAFFORD. Were not the figures of the valuation for
the purposes of taxation used in the physical valuation?

Mr. LENROOT. The tax commission had made the valuation
for the purposes of taxation and that was used as a basis for
the investigation.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Can the gentleman tell us to
what extent, if any, the physical valuation made in the State
of Wisconsin is taken into consideration by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission in making the physical valuation?

Mr. COOPER. I know nothing of what the Interstate Com-
merce Commission is doing under the Federal statute, except
as information has come to me that it is busily at work.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I want to oppose the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr,
Levy] is recognized, after which the gentleman from Iowa will
be recognized.

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, this $3,000,000 appropriation is a
monstrous outrage on the taxpayers of this country.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEVY., Not at the present time.

Three million dollars! That is 2% per cent on $120,000,000
in one year. What do they propose to do? To keep on valuing
the railroads for the next 20 years, for at the rate they are
going now they will not finish it within that time. What is the
good of such a valuation? Every State in this Union has a

railroad valuation now fixed by a commission for tax purposes.
You can go to any commission in any State in this Union and
they will give you the valuation of the railroads. Even in the
archives of the Interstate Commerce Commission at the present
time they have valuation of these railroads. Last year I op-
posed a similar provision, and at that time offered an amend-
ment that this valuation be submitted to the lowest bidder for
the purpose of valuation by experts, and at that time I read to
this House a proposition from a distinguished statistician, who
made the offer, and which I will repeat:

All of this work and valuation to be begun within 80 days from date
of signing and execution of contract and finlshed within three to four
years from date of beginning for the sum of $5,197,000.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEVY. Excuse me for the present. If I have time later
I will be glad to yield. It costs the railroads of the United
States for valuations not $3,000,000 but $6,000,000 ‘a year.
Why place upon the carriers of this country an enormous ex-
pense? Is there any reason for this? .Can you not see why the
cost of freight and passenger rates have to be advanced? The
railroads of this country carry freight for one-third of what it is
carried for abroad. Since last year many roads have been forced
into bankruptey by this most extraordinary policy of interfering
with the management of railroads.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEVY. Yes,

Mr. MADDEN. Has anybody else gone into bankruptcy ex-
cept the railroads?

Mr. LEVY. O, yes. [Laughter.] There is no question
about that; and it has all come from what? From the Sherman
law, which was placed on the statute books by the Republican
Party [laughter], and which is one of the most obnoxious laws
that was ever enacted. The Hepburn law has caused an in-
crease in the price of commodities to every household in the
country. Take, for instance, since the Hepburn law was passed
coal has cost in the city of New York $2 a ton more than
previous to the passage of that act. That gave no relief to the
people. Why do you continually bring up propositions like
this? Here is a commission that has gone into existence, and
last year they asked for $1,900,000, and then $100,000 more, and
now I hear $500,000 more, and now they ask for $3,000,000,
which is the interest on $120,000,000 for one year.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEVY. Yes.

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman think that the Gov-
ernment could save a great deal of money if it authorized
the railroads to make their own valuntions for the Interstate
Commerce Commission?

Mr. LEVY, They are doing it now.

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman think the rallroads
would like to do that?

Mr. LEVY. Does the gentleman deny that the States have
made valuations?

Mr, LENROOT. That is not the guestion. Does not the gen-
tleman think that we could save money if we permitted the
railroads to make their own valuations for the Government?

Mr. LEVY. It is uncalled for at the present time. Your
proposition here is not valuing the railroads, but you are mak-
ing an allowance as if you were taking preliminary steps to
building these railroads. It would be much cheaper to buy the
railroads,

Mr. GORDON. Does not the gentleman think that the rail-
roads ought to be allowed to fix their awn rates?

Mr. LEVY. No. They are fixed by law.

Mr. GORDON. How are you going to fix them by law unless
you know what the value of the railroads are?

Mr. LEVY. They are fixed by law at the present time, and
many of their charters do not permit them to charge more than
a certain amount. I am looking after the interests of the peo-
ple of this country. We need 100,000 miles more of railroads
in this country, and the way you are placing obstacles in the
way of the carriers in this country is disastrous. Take, for in-
stance, the Interstate Commerce Commission. It took them
nearly two years to give the railroads a fair rate, and it was
many months before they decided the question. It went into
effect about the middle of January of this year. Is it any
wonder that many railroads have gone into bankruptey?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the condition of the Treasury
naturally impels Members of Congress to economize wherever
they can without stopping the ordinary functions of the Gov-
ernment. In the last Congress we authorized a valuation of
the railroads of the country by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, and during the past year that commission has or-
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ganized a large force, and is now at work making that valua-
tion. To stop this work at this time, it seems to me, would be
to take a long step backward. It would not be in the interest of
real economy and would be a direct blow to the principle that
railroad rates should be based upon the value of the property
employed by the railroads. To adopt the amendment would
stop the work that the great Interstate Commerce Commission
has been carrying on. I can not, therefore, much as I regret,
support the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts.

But, Mr. Chairman, at this time I want to congratulate the
President of the United States on a great accomplishment, one
of the greatest accomplishments in the minds of many people
of his administration. On the 29th day of April, 1907, Presi-
dent Wilson wrote a letter to Mr. A. H. Joline, president of the
Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway Co., which letter is as fol-
lows:

PrIXCETON, N. J., April 29, 1907,

My Dpar MRr. Jorixz: Thank you very much for sending me {l{)ur
address at Parsons, Kans., before the board of directors of the Mis-
sonri, Kansas & Texas Railway Co. I have read it with relish and
entire ngreement, Would that we could do something, at once dig-
nified and effective, to knock Mr. Bryan once for all into a cocked hat.

Mr. MADDEN. When did the gentleman say that was
written?

Mr. GOOD. In 1907. The wish expressed in the President's
Jetter in 1907 has been accomplished by the President of the
United States. In 1912 the Democratic convention adopted a
platform from which I read:

We favor such legislation as will effectually prohibit the railroads,
express, telegraph, and telephone companies from engaging in busi-
ness which brings ihem into competition with their shippers or patrons;
also legislation preventing the overlssue of stocks and bonds by inter-
state railroads, express companies, telegraph and telephone lines, and
legislation which will assure such reductions in transportation rates
as conditions will permit. i

On that platform the President of the United States was
elected, and in support of those declarations of principles, on
hundreds of platforms, Mr. Bryan renewed his charges—
charges which he had frequently made years before—that rail-
wiay companies were charging excessive rates and that the
Democratic Party would bring about a reduction in those rates.
I realize what the gentleman from Massachusetts evidently had
in mind when he offered this amendment to strike out this pro-
vision, and in a measure I sympathize with him, because under
the present administration railway rates are going up no mat-
ter what the values of the railways may be. If left to this ad-
ministration, there would be no reduction in rates, no matter
what the valuation of the roads might be.

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. I can not yield. And let us remember that this
work wiil not be completed during a Democratic administra-
tion. When the work of making a valuation of the railroads is
completed we will have in the White House a man who will
not indicate his wish or dictate to the Interstate Commerce
Commission as to what its decision should be on the question
of granting an increase of rates.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. GOOD. I can not yield just now, but if I can get a
little more time I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. GORDON. Upon what authority does the gentleman say
that the President dictated—

Mr. GOOD. The eastern railroad companies filed their peti-
tions with the Interstate Commerce Commission asking for an
increase of 5 per cent in freight rates in that section of the
country. The Interstate Commerce Commission heard the testi-
mony and arguments thereon and denied the increase. In
practically every newspaper there was then published the
statement, or rather what purported to be the views of the
President, From this source it appears that the President
desired, in effect——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GOOD. I ask for five more minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. GORDON. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
know if the gentleman is willing to answer my question?

Mr. GOOD. I will yield to the gentleman when I have
finished my statement.

Mr. GORDON. I will object or the gentleman will yield

to me.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio objects. The
question is on the amendment——

"~ Mr. GORDON. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa just
made a statement here that the President of the United States
has dictated to the Interstate Commerce Commission and com-
pelled them to reverse their decision. I want to say that state-
ment is entirely false. Now, that statement or similar ones
have been made on the Republican side of this Chamber for

a4 year past. Several gentlemen came to me privately, and
winked, and exclaimed that the President had dictated to the
Interstate Commerce Commission, and I respectfully denied this
as a general proposition. I said I did not believe the President
of the United States would be guilty of any such thing as that.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GORDON. When I finish this statement. But that
statement was persisted in privately; it was not made on the
floor of the House, as the gentleman from Iowa just made it,
but it was persisted in here, so I made an appointment with the
President of the United States and told him about it. [Laugh-
ter.'] That is the way to find out a thing, The President of the
United States said to me, in substance, that he would no more
think of interfering with a case pending before the Interstate
Commerce Commission than he would of interposing in a case
pending before the Supreme Court of the United States.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Or with Congress.

Mr. GORDON. That is what the President of the United
States said to me, and I undertake to say that the statement
of the gentleman from Iowa is absolutely false and without a
particle of foundation in fact. It is made purely for partisan
purposes, and it has been made repeatedly by men on that side
of the House; but he is the first man I have ever heard make it
here upon the floor of this House. Now, I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois,

Mr. MADDEN. I just wanted to ask the gentleman who are
these men who came to the gentleman and winked and explained
that the President had dictated to the Interstate Commerce
Commission ?

Mr. GORDON. They were Republican Members,

Mr, MADDEN. Who were they?

Mr., GORDON. It is not important. They did not make the
statement publicly, or offer any proof in support of it, or assume
any responsibility for it and put it in the Recorp here, as the
gentleman from Iowa does; and if he has any proof of the
statement he has made he ought to present it to this House or
else hold his peace,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I was just about to submit a little proof which I think
to the ordinary man would be almost conclusive that the Presi-
dent has interfered in the case of the Interstate Commerce
Commission, just as he has interfered with what is going on at
the other end of the Capitol to-day, if the newspaper accounts
of what actually took place are to be believed ; and the gentle-
man from Ohio is the first person I have heard declare that
there was no truth in or foundation to those newspaper ac-
counts. Suffice to say that the decision of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission refusing the 5 per cent increase to eastern
roads had no sooner been flashed over the wires throughout the
country than it was known or whispered about, talked about,
and became common knowledge—

Mr. GORDON. Whispered.

Mr. GOOD. The newspapers stated that the President wanted
the Interstate Commerce Commission to grant the increase. If
the President’s interference did not cause certain commissioners
to change their minds, why was it that, without filing addi-
tional proof, the Interstate Commerce Commission within 90
days from the time it rendered its decision refusing the increase
on the petition of the railroads granted precisely the increase
that it had denied to them only 90 days before?

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. Not just now. Take the new appointees of the
present administration on the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion. I am led to believe that one of the new appointees is in
favor of increasing the rates of railroad companies irrespective
of what the physical valuation of railroads might be. I refer
to Mr. Daniels, the gentleman who was appointed from the State
of New Jersey, and I arrive at this conclusion by a reading of
his dissenting opinion on the first petition of the eastern roads,
I am also inclined to this opinion by a reading of the reports
on his decision before he was appointed to his present posi-
tion. According to these decisions it was the opinion of Mr.
Daniels that the rate of a railroad company should be large
enough to pay returns on going value, good will, franchise
value, and the like. Do you think the shippers of this country
or any considerable number of men anywhere in this country
are willing that freight rates shall be based upon that kind of
a valuation? And yet we are told by the newspapers that
Mr. Danielg, from New Jersey, because of the wish of the
President, would be sent to Chicago to conduct the hearing
and take testimony of the transportation companies and others
on the application of the western roads for a 5 per cent increase.

I want to say to my friend from Ohio, when he states I am
not submitting good and sound proof, that I venture the asser-
tion that when the decision is filed it will be found that Mr.
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Daniels is in favor of the Interstate Commerce Commission
granting the increase petitioned for by the western railroads.
In this respect everyone knows that Mr. Daniels only reflects
the opinion of the President; that the views expressed by Mr,
Daniels in the dissenting opinion referred to were also the
views of the President. I have no doubt that under continued
pressure from the White House the commission will grant the
5 per cent increase. Ah, yes; the President has found at once
a “ dignified and effective way to knock Mr. Bryan into a cocked
hat”” Never again can Mr. Bryan go throughout the State of
Iowa and throughout the State of Nebraska and that western
territory where he held such a tremendous political power and
gay that the Democratic Party, or at least the man that he
made President of the United States, is in favor of a reduction
in rates of the railways of the country. [Applause.] I think
that evidence of Executive interference in this regard is almost
conclusive.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I sometimes think that my
good friend from Iowa [Mr. Goop], of whom I am fond, is so
strongly partisan that he overleaps the bounds and becomes a
little unfair to those with whom he may differ on account of
some advantage that he imagines may come to his party.

I have a great respect for and confidence in the President of
the United States, to whatever party he may belong. I do not
believe that President Wilson is knowingly going to do any-
thing except for the best interest of the people of the country.
I believe he is an honest, conscientious, and sincere man. Now,
the gentleman makes the charge upon the floor of this House
that the President of the United States has influenced the
Interstate Commerce Commission to raise railroad rates. He
also goes further than that, and prophesies that through the
influence of the President the Interstate Commerce Commission
will raise the rates on the western roads. I do not know, nor
does he, whether the rates will be raised in the western part
of the United States or not. I do not know whether they ought
to be raised or mot; but I think we ought to be fair in these
matters. It is true that we are partisans here, and that aisle
in the center divides the two parties, but I submit that with
all of it we ought to be fair as men, fair to the interests of this
country and to the men who hold high office, and not get up
here and loosely charge that the President of the United States
is influencing the great Interstate Commerce Commission to
carry out his will.

Mr. BLACKMON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FOSTER. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. BLACKMON. Does the gentleman think that any con-
siderable number of people take the gentleman from Iowa
seriously when he undertakes to make a charge of that kind
against the President of the United States, even in the gentle-
man's own district?

Mr. FOSTER. I would not imagine so, because I imagine
that in the district the gentleman has the honor to represent
they understand the partisanship of their able Representative,
and that he is doing it for partisan purposes; but I submit that,
though we may be partisan, and that it is right that we should
fight for our party and for the principles upon which be stand,
but I submit that it is unfair for any man, for partisan pur-
poses, to charge those things of which he has no proof, which
he can not substantiate, and the gentleman in this case did not
present any proof. Now, one word more and I am through,

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. No; I can not yield now.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. FOSTER. Just one word more. The gentleman speaks
of Mr. Bryan, the Secretary of State, and says that he has gone
into the western country, among the people, and that they have
gone in great numbers to hear him speak in political eampaigns.
As you know, Mr. Bryan has for 20 years, as the gentleman says,
been politieally killed almost every 30 days. Still he stands
before the American people as a man who is incorruptible and
who stands for their rights. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] My friend from Iowa may endeavor to knock Mr. Bryan
into a cocked hat every day if he likes, and still he will appear
as a man who stands upon the side of the people of this country.
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Long after other men may
be forgotten, long after they shall be known only by the name
upon the stone over the place where they rest, Mr. Bryan will
be remembered by the American people for the good things he
has done. [Applause.]

Mr., GOOD. Now, will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. GOOD. If Mr. Bryan is the great patriot and Democrat
that the gentleman has said he is, why was it that in 1906 Wood-
row Wilson refused to support him for the Presidency of the
United States?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Bryan was not a eandidate in 1906, and
the gentleman ought to know that.

Mr. GOOD. I mean in 189G,

Mr. FOSTER. I am not talking of that now; it is not the
question,

Mr. GOOD. Oh, ne; of course you are not.

Mr. BARTLETT. How does the genfleman know that Mr,
Wilson did not support Mr. Bryan in 18067

Mr. FOSTER. That is another one of the gentleman’s charges
for which he furnishes no proof.

Mr. GOOD. It has been charged openly.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me.

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman has asked me a question. Ile
wants an answer to it, does he not?

Mr. FOSTER. I will tell the gentleman when I get through,
and he can answer it then. The gentleman has seen some rumor
in the newspapers again, and imagines that what he sees there
is absolutely correct, and he never looks at more than one side
of a proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. GOOD. Now will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FOSTER. I will ask for two minutes more.
man wishes to ask me a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
for two minutes more. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. GOOD. I will point to the CoNGRESSIONAL RECoRD, to
speeches made in the Senate by eminent Senators of the United
States, charging that Mr. Wilson did not support Mr. Bryan for
the Presidency in 1806. Will the gentleman produce a single
speech fo the contrary?

Mr. FOSTER. I am not making any charge, nor is that the
question now.

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman produce a single speech or
letter of Mr. Wilson, which he wrote, indorsing Mr. Bryan at
that time?

Mr. ADAMSON. Will my friend from Illinois make peace
and yield to me for a moment?

Mr, FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman from Iowa seems to be un-
happy about the President’s interference. Does not the gentle-
man from Illineis think that the interference which is troubling
the gentleman so much is the President's interference with the
plans and success of the Republican Party? [Applause and
laughter on the Democratic side.]

Mr. FOSTER. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from New Jersey?

Mr. FOSTER. No; I must decline to yield just now. I just
want to say this in conelusion: In all fairness I say that it is so
easy to criticize public men and take rumors that may float
around against them here and there—

Mr. GORDON. In the newspapers.

Mr, FOSTER. And some article that may appear in some
newspaper. Now, I submit to my friend from Iowa—I Eknow
that the gentleman, when he will lay aside his partisanship, in-
tends to be fair, I believe that the gentleman wants to be fair;
but he is so partisan that he finds it hard to get his mind
around where he can be fair, and I suggest to him, and to every
other man in this House, that we ought to be just to public men
and not always be criticizing them upon some little rumor that
may be afloat in the country. [Applause on the Democratic
side.]

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the reason
why I do not believe that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]
is correct in making the charge-that the President of the United
States influenced the Interstate Commerce Commission to grant
the 5 per cent increase of rates is solely because the Interstate
Commerce Commission would not permit the application of
such kind of influence. I believe that the President of the
United States, with all due respect, is the greatest dictator
that we have had in the White House for 50 years, and possibly,
not being a judge or a lawyer, he might not fully realize the im-
propriety of trying to influence a judicial body like the Inter-
state Commerce Commission. But, Mr. Chairman, if he did try,
I feel very sure that the Interstate Commerce Commission,
composed as it is of men of the highest type and character,
realizing their duty as judges to decide the case solely upon the
evidence, would not for a moment let even the President of the
United States influence it in its decisions,

Mr. Chairman, I am getting tired of this thing of accusing
men, situated as the members of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission are as judicial officers, of being influenced by outside

The gentle-
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considerations in reaching a conclusion. When that commis-
gion first refused to grant the increase it suggested to the rail-
roads certain economies that they could practice. It wanted to
test the question of whether or not in that way the railroads
could not obtain the revenues they were seeking. It was
tested for months, and it was found that these economies did
not produce the expected result. Meanwhile the earnings of
the railroads had steadily declined, and conditions had become
almost critical, and so, after careful consideration, and having
come to the conclusion that the best interests of the country
demanded it and the railroads sorely needed it, the Interstate
Commerce Commission did grant an increase of 5 per cent to
the railroads; and I believe they had ample evidence on which
to base that conclusion, though other men considering the same
evidence might have reached a different conclusion.

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there are any large number of
shippers in this country who would attribute unworthy motives
or improper influences to the Interstate Commerce Commission
for its action in that case.

Now, some gentlemen refer to the fact in criticism that in
valuing these railroads te ascertain proper earnings on the
investment the franchise or good will is considered.

Mr. Chairman, in some States in this Union the franchise is
considered as an asset of the railroads for the purpose of taxa-
tion. In West Virginia and other States, when that question
was submitted to the courts, the franchise was considered a
very valuable asset for taxation purposes. If this was correct,
then it would not be incorrect to consider the value of the fran-
chise in determining reasonable earnings on the investment.

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the time is coming in this coun-
try when, without prejudice and without this spirit of hostility
which seems to prevail in some quarters, we ought to give the
railroads and the shippers of this country equal justice, and not
merely presume, simply because they decide a guestion in a way
that does not suit some gentlemen, that a great commission, com-
posed as it is of great, big men, who are trying to do their duty,
are influenced by unworthy motives. I believe the Interstate
Commerce Commission has one of the hardest tasks and some
of the most difficult duties to perform of any body of men in this
great country. If any critic will even start to study the trans-
portation problem and get even a little insight into it, he will
see the magnitude of the difficulties that arise in fixing rates. It
is one of the most intricate problems that could possibly be
brought before any commission or any court; and I believe that
when it comes to eriticism of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, we ought at least to try to be fair, and unless we know the
facts and unless we know the evidence we should not condemn
it. [Applause.]

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the pending amendment pro-
poses to strike out the entire appropriation for this branch of
the work of the Interstate Commerce Commission. The gentle-
man who has offered the amendment has avowed his purpose
solely that of economy. At the same time he has admitted that
the work in question is desirable, that it should be carried om,
but insists that on the score of economy it ought at this time,
at any rate, to be suspended.

I can agree with the gentleman as to the need of economy at
present in our Government expenditures, but I do not believe,
and I do not believe the gentleman from Massachusetts would
urge, that we have yet reached the point where we should vote
against appropriations simply and solely on the plea of economy,
regardless of the merit of the particular item under considera-
tion.

The gentleman himself has not followed that eourse. I no-
ticed the other day when we had before us the naval appropria-
tion bill the gentleman from Massachusetts, who then, no doubt,
knew as well as he does to-day the serious financial condition
of the country, found it possible to support a propoesition for two
battleships, notwithstanding the attempt made by the leader of
the majority [Mr. UNpERWooD] to secure the commitment of the
bill in order to cut down the provision from two battleships to
one and save an expenditure of $15,000,000 to $20,000,000. Not-
withstanding we are hard up, he was able to see where we could
get $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 for the purpose which to him
seemed meritorious. Here is a purpose which we may easily
infer does not seem so meritorious to him, and hence, with his
economy plea, he would cut out $3,000,000 and put an end to the
work. :

To my mind this is not an abstract proposition, as to work
that should be done some time in the uncertain future. It is a
concrete proposition as to work which needs to be done and
needs to be done as soon as possible. If I could have my way,
I would like to have the appropriation $£6,000,000 instead of
$3,000,000, beeause I believe the work should be expedited, and
I have had some experience in connection with this subject
which leads me to that belief,

In the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the
Five Per Cent case, about which we have heard so much the past
hour, my complaint as to that decision—and I would not com-
ment as to the decision itself, as to the question which was
before the commission, because that should stand for itself—
my complaint is as to the action of the Interstate Commerce
Commission in going out of its way, going away from the
record and evidence in the case, and putting in obiter dicta
which have resulted in the most active lobby on the part of the
railroads in this country that we have ever seen for an in-
crease of rates all over the country. That is a result not of a
decision of the commission based on evidence, but of obiter
dicta to the effect that the railroads might well increase their
passenger rates.

And as a result of that, in the State of Michigan—just as is
the case in every State, I presume—there is an active lobby
on the part of the railroads before the legislature, before busi-
ness men's associations, and everywhere for an increase in
passenger rates, and they bottom their case on this piece of
dicta from the Interstate Commerce Commission. I submit,
Mr. Chairman, that if we are to suffer because of the dicta of
the commission we might at least have the benefit of the evi-
dence which the proposed valuation purposes to bring us. I
understand the commission has already taken up under this
law—or it is supposed to have done so—the work of making
the physical valuation and financial investigation of the Pere
Marquette Railroad, which is largely in the State of Michigan.
The commission is supposed to have begun that work. I hope
it will be completed some time, although the speed with which
it is going forward is not attracting any wonderment. Even
though it be progressing but slowly, we do not want it stopped
or suspended for a few years. Some time it may be com-
pleted. In the meantime, spurred on by the dicta of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, and quoting it with relish, the
receivers of the Pere- Marquette Railroad are before the Legis-
lature of the State of Michigan with a formal petition asking
for a repeal of our 2 cent rate law and an opportunity to in-
crease their rates. With all of their facilities for furnishing
or concealing information to the people of the State, they have
under way a remarkable propaganda, which is ex parte and
stands uncontradicted. It is wonderful how muech more in-
formation they can give when they want to than they can when
they do not want to.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, two years ago, before a com-
mittee of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, the Pere
Marquette Railroad Co. was asked to submit figures showing
the actual cost of carrying passengers, and they professed,
which was no doubt the truth,/their inability to do so, their
inability to figure out that proposition. Now, however, they
come in voluntarily with their petition to the legislature, and
they can figure that all out for you to the fraction of a cent
and be sure that they are right, and having done that they read
to the legislature and the people the obiter dicta of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission. They ask the legislature to act
along the lines so gratuitously suggested by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. - Yes.

Mr. CAMPBELL. How long has that road been in the hands
of a receiver?

Mr, CRAMTON. Two or three years is my recollection.

Mr. CAMPBELL. What was the occasion of the appointment
of the receivers?

Mr. CRAMTON. The immediate occasion was the fact that
they had gone to the railroad commission of the State of Michi-
gan for an authorization of bonds, and secured an authorization
of a loan of $8,000,000 to be used for cerfain purposes. The
road used the money, in part, for other purposes, as later de-
veloped. Later on they again went to the same commission for
permission to issue another lot of bonds, and those facts appear-
ing, they were not able to get an authorization, and the receiver-
ship followed. That was only the immediate cause, and back
of that was the fact that they had been piling up millions and
millions of dollars of obligations with no increase in equip-
ment or other facilities for service, until to-day they have
$£110,000,000 of obligations, whereas, under the physical valua-
tion of a number of years ago, they were valued at $29,000,000,
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approximately, and are now being taxed supposedly on a cash
value of twenty-six and one-half million dollars.

That a decrease in rates of fare must result necessarily in a
corresponding decrease in gross revenues is not true, and before
the commission declares itself on such an important proposition
the actnal effect of such decreased rates on revenues should be
thoroughly investigated by them. I am inserting here one piece
of significant evidence bearing on this question. It is a state-
ment of the Michigan Railroad Commission, issued February 28,
1908, as to the effect of the Michigan 2-cent fare law, which
took effect September 28, 1907, on the gross revenues of the
roads. It follows:

CIircuLAR No. T.
EARNINGS OF MICHIGAN ROADS UNDER THE 2-CENT-RATE LAW.

MicHIGAN RAILROAD COMMISSION,
Lansing, Mich., February 28, 1903

In accordance with the statute the varlous rallroads of the State
have filed with the Michigan Railroad Commission statements showing
their gross earnings for October, November, and December, 1907, The
2-cent law having taken effect September 28, 1907, these figures are the
first available in consideration of the effect of the 2-cent law on the
earnings of the roads. In advocating the passage of the 2-cent law
before the last session of the legislature it was the contention of Gov.
Warner and Commissioner of Railroads Glasgow that the passage of
such a law would not materially affect the gross earnings of the com-
panies reason of the increase in travel under the lower rate. The
commission are very glad to be able to say to the people of Michigan
that the facts at hand go very far to sustain this contention.

‘We have prepared a tabulation of these guarterly enrning statements
which is worthy of careful consideration. In this tabulation we have
compared the enger and frelght earnlu(fs of the months referred to
in 1907 with the same months in 1906 and do not hesitate to say that
such comfmrison vindicates the Michigan 2-cent law and demonstrates
that, while it is of the greatest benefit to the people of the State, it is
not injurious or unjust to the railroads. It is to be remembered that
during a portion of the months referred to in 1907 the business of the
railroads was very seriously reduced by the financial scare, and for this
reason in comparing the earnings of 1907 with those of 1006 we are
eomparing the earn of the 2-cent law under times of considerable
financlal depression with the earnings under the old law in abnormally
prosperous times. It is also to be remembered that the test during the
three months referred to has not been an entirely fair test owing to the
fact that many of the roads have entirely, or to a great extent, cut out

cursions, which in previous years the ve been eager to conduct and

ave been supposed do so at a profit. Had all profitable excursion
business been sought for by all railroads under the Z-cent law the same
as before, we believe the showing would have been even more strongly
in favor of the law.

In the tabulation we first considered those roads which are now on a
2-cent basis, namely, the Ann Arbor, the Cincinnati Northern, the Bi
Four, the Grand Rapids & Indiana, the Grand Trunk, the Lake Shore
Hichigan Southern, the Michigan Central, the Pere Marquette, and the
Wabash., Considering these roads altogether we find that their aggre-
gate passenger earni for the months named in 1907 exceed the earn-
ings of same months in 1906 by $620.84, a very small portion of 1 per
cent increase, At the same time their freight earnings show a gain of
£202,417.98, or a gain of 2.6 per cent. hile the passenger earnings
were affected b{ the 2-cent law the freight earnings, of course, were
not; but notwithstanding thls it will be observed that the passenger
earnings have kept practically up with the freight earnings. None of
the Ee nelpal roads above mentioned show any serious reduction which
can traced to the 2-cent law. The Ann Arbor shows a loss in Passen-
fer earnings of 6.4 per cent, but they also show a greater loss In

reight earnings, namely, 8 per cent. The Grand Rapids & Indiana

shows a decrease of 5.9 per cent In passenger earnings and a gain of
2.5 per cent in freight earnin, The Pere Marquette, a loss of 4 per
cent in passenger earnings, with a gain of 11 per cent in freight earn-
ings. It is safe to say that had either of these roads followed their old
custom in the matter of pushing for {mssenger business by profitable
excursions they would have shown & Ea n instead of a decrease in their
passenger business notwithstanding the hard times. The Grand Trunk
shows an inerease in their passenger business of 6.9 per cent under the
operation of the new law, and a fnin of 13.7 per cent in their freight
business. The Lake Shore & Michigan Southern shows a gain of 2.3 per
cent in their passenger business, and a decrease of 12.8 per cent in
thelr freight business, The Michigan Central shows a gain of 3.3 per
cent in their passenger business, while they have a decrease of 2.9 per
cent in their freight business. The Wabash shows a loss of 11.6 per
cent for the three months in 1907 as compared with 1908, but inasmuch
hs the road was on a 2-cent basis before the recent 2-cent law was
passed that act can not be charged with the falling off in their gross
earnings. Their freight earnings show an Increase of two-fifths of 1

r cent. The Blg Four, with a very small mileage in this State, shows

he most startling decrease in passenger revenue of 52.9 per cent., This

is explained n‘;r electric competition. The Cinecinnati Northern, with
also a small mileage in this State, shows a serlous decrease of 19.3 per
cent.

We also have figures concerning the numerous smaller roads in the
State which were not affected by the 2-cent law and continued to charge
8 cents. Their figures are not much different from the figures shown by
the 2-cent roads; some of them show an increase and some a loss. The
principal ones are the Detroit & Mackinae, with 3 per cent of gain on
ﬂmnger eaminia and 7.4 per cent of loss on freight earnings, and the

ntiae, Oxford & Northern, with 1 per cent gain on passenger earnings
and 3 per cent loss on freight. The upper peninsula roads we have also
compiled, and notwithstanding most né}(‘these formerly charged 4 cents
?nd now are limited to 3 cents it is to be noted that in the aggregate
!he{ng%ve a galn of $13,000 in passenger earnings over the same perlod

n 5

We commend these figures to the careful consideration not only of
those in charge of the Michigan roads but to the general Yublic &ndv are
confident that further operation under the 2-cent law will more clearly
demonstrate its fairness and prscticabil[@ly.

Cassivs L. GuasGow, Chairman,
GeORGE W. DICKINSON,
JAMES SCULLY,

Commissioners,

But, Mr. Chairman, my appeal is that now that this agitation
has been stirred up, and while this demand for an increase of
rafes is being made at the doors of every legislature in this
country by reason of this dicta of the commission, we ought
at any rate to be able to let the commission go ahead and get
the evidence, not only as to the physical valuation, but in respect
to the financial history of the roads which is also provided for
in the same law.

Mr. Chairman, there seem to be some gentlemen who believe
this is a period of reaction and conservatism, and that anything
to-day that can be done to saddle on the people of the country
all of this load of overcapitalization and frenzied finance the
people will stand for, but, to my mind, that is a great mistake,
and it is the most mistaken position that any party or person
can take, and I for one on this side want it understood that I
do nof believe that the gentleman offering this amendment rep-
resents this side of the House or that we favor any halt in this
work. [Applause.]

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, we may as well realize
what we propose to do. Like a great deal of legislation that
has been adopted in the past few years, this legislation provid-
ing for the physical valuation of railroads was enacted under
whip and spur, and it was done under arguments that are old
and not new. It was the same argument, the same illustration,
that Antony used over the dead body of Cmsar—simply hold-
ing up the bloody garments and saying, “ Look at these, look at
the rents in the garments, and where they were made,” so that
the fury of the Roman mob was changed in one instant from
being against Antony to being in favor of Antony and against
Brutus. So we rush through this bill to provide for the physical
valuation of railroads. I am compelled to say, in my judgment,
after due consideration of where it will lead and what it will
cost, that we, too, held up before the House and before the
people the argument, “ Look what the railroads are doing to
the people in respect to the charges that are made,” and we
made them believe that this would be a panacea for all pur-
poses, to properly regulate the charges of railroads for trans-
portation of freight and passengers.

But, Mr. Chairman, it is like all such undigested and hasty

legislation, and we have come to realize that we now have a
white elephant on our hands. At the time it was being con-
gidered before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce, of which I was a member, the statement was made that
it would cost probably $3,000,000 and take a couple of years,
and not over three, to finish. Some one put it up as high as
five years, and now we have already expended $2,400,000 and
the ground has not been scratched, nor will we get through with
it for some time to come. Commissioner Prouty stated that it
is being done at the rate of 2,000 miles of railroad a month,
which is as much as we can possibly do, and there are 250,000
miles of single-track railroads to be valued, and in addition 1
mile of sidetrack and additional track for every mile of single
track.
+ In addifon to the sidetracks and spur tracks and such things,
it will amount to nearly 300,000 -miles, and if we have 2,000
miles valued every month, which is the highest estimate, we
are to have 30 years continuation of this valuation, at an ex-
penditure of from two to three million dollars a year.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. LENROOT. Did not Commissioner Prouty testify before
the gentleman's committee that with an appropriation of three
and a half million per year the whole work could be completed
in four years?

Mr. BARTLETT. Four years from next July.

Mr, LENROOT. Four years from next July.

Mr. BARTLETT. But we found out that these estimates
and these expectations have all gone for maught. We have
started in on this examination of the physical valuation for
railroads with the idea it was going to cost only $5,000,000 and
not take over three years.

Mr., MADDEN. Did I understand the gentleman from Geor-
gia to say that they could value 2,000 miles a month?

Mr. BARTLETT. Not over that, I said.

Mr. MADDEN. That would only take one year to value all
the railroads in the United States.

Mr. BARTLETT. It would be 24,000 miles.

Mr. MADDEN. No; 240,000 miles.

Mr. BARTLETT., Here is what he says, “ 24,000 miles a
year.” The gentleman is way off in his calculation.

Mr. SISSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. I do.

Mr. SISSON. In response to the question asked by the gen-

tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LeNrooT] a moment ago, Judge
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Prouty did not state positively this work could be done in four
years,

Mr. BARTLETT. Here is what he said.

Mr. SISSON. Judge Prouty said’ that they hoped to be
able to do it; and when you got right down to the question as
to whether or not it could be completed in that time Judge
Prouty was always very ready to hedge the question.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. T have the testimony, which I will read.

Mr. LENROOT. Read page 324 and you will find it was
positive.

Mr. BARTLETT (reading)—

Now, we are spending at the rate of $2,000,000 a year. Two million
dollars a year, with perhaps some slight addition, becanse our land
work is not fully developed yet, will carry all parts of the work along
at the same pace; that is to say, would cover approximately from
20,000 to 25,000 miles of railroad a year.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia. [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. BARTLETT (reading)—

Of that $2,000,000, over $500,000 is what might be termed overhead
expense, and that expense would not be increased if you doubled the
number of our party.

IIe seems to have calculated at the rate of 2,000 miles a
month, or 25,000 miles a year. My friend from Illinois has got
his arithmetic a little different. He further says:

And it has always been my belief that we should conduct this work
at the rate of about 50,000 a year; that is to say, we should practically
clean up the work between July 1 next and July 1 four years later.

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield for one more inter-
ruption?

Mr. BARTLETT. I will.

Mr. SISSON. You will find that Judge Prouty statement is
always based upon conditions that if they can do certain things,
but if you will ask Judge Prouty about it you will find that
he has at no time made any definite positive statement as to
when this work will be completed.

Mr. LENROOT. Upon the basis of 2,000 miles a month it is
upon a basis of an appropriation of $1,900,000 for each year,
which was the last bill.

Mr. BARTLETT. Two million dollars.

Mr. LENROOT. One hundred thousand went to a deficiency.

Mr. BARTLETT. I have just read his testimony.

Mr. LENROOT. It would be nearly 4,000 miles a month on
the appropriation they ask for.

Mr. BARTLETT. He said, “That expense would not be in-
creased if you doubled the number of our parties, and it has
always been my belief that we should conduet this work at the
rate of about 50,000 a year.” Now, the gentleman wanted to
call my attention to some page.

Mr. GILLETT. Page 324. Mr. Goierr asked him:

You think you ean finish the work in four years at that rate?

Mr. ProUuTY, Yes, sir. i

Mr. BARTLETT. Ob, yes. Judge Prouty thought this work
was so easy that he would spend about three months in run-
ning for Senator up in Vermont.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly, if he could run for Senator or
some other political office and leave the work for his colleagues
to do, it would not be done so fast.

Mr. LEVY. Commissioner Prouty previous to this commis-
sion being appointed never made a statement but he said it
would cost a great deal less,

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; he did. I do not propose to enter
into any political discussion that is going on here. If we are
going to carry on this work we might as well realize now what
we are proposing to do. We are now in the second year and
we are up against the proposition to do the work. and as yet we
have realized no benefit, in my judgment, and the ultimate
benefits—considerable benefits—are not yet in sight, because
when the work is all over new conditions may arise, and new
valnations will probably have to be made. We might as well
realize that when we appropriate this $3,000,000 now we are
liable to be called on before this Congress adjourns, or when
another one meets, for a deficiency of $400,000, and if we turn
this work over to those gentlemen to carry out this law, not
knowing how long it would last, nor how much it will cost, and
not knowing what the benefits are, if any, to the people of the
United States——

Mr. GORDON. Does the gentleman believe that the Inter-
state Commerce Commission can determine even approximately
what a reasonable rate is without knowing this very thing that
this lnw was passed to be done?

&

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, when a charge is being made unrea-
sonably by the railroads it is their business to demonstrate to
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and the Interstate Com-
merce Commission decides, makes its decision, and rejects the
charge as being confiscatory, then they can determine through
the courts whether the rate is unreasonable, and the burden is
upon the railroad to do so,

And referring again to the decision that was qnoted by my
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer], it was held in that case
that a corporation in making a demand for rates can not ask
that their watered stock or their overissues of bonds, which do
not represent actual values, shall be considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes
more,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is thers
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. It took no physical valuation to determinc
that, because the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooren] has
called your attention to the leading decision upon that question,
and in that very decision the Supreme Court, by Judge Harlan,
said:

The public can not properly be subjected to unreasonable rates in
order simply that stockgolé’:rs may earn dividends. The legislature has
the authority in every case where its tg:wer has not been restrained by
contract to proceed upon the ground t the public may not rightfully
be required to submlit to unreasonable exactions for the use of a public
highway established and maintained under legislative authority. If a
corporation can not maintain such a way and earn dividends for
stockholders it 18 a misfortune for it them, which the Constitution
gg%su:ot require to be remedied by imposing unjust burdens upon the

So that we have already the law of the land finally settled
in that case, that the railroads, when they appeal from a de-
cision of the Interstate Commerce Commission, can not impose
additional burdens and taxes upon the people for the carriage of
their freight and passengers simply because they have swollen
in amount their stocks and bonds. The burden is upon them.

Mr. Chairman, when I voted for the measure providing for
the physical valuation of the railroads I was anxious to relieve
the people; but now upon mature reflection and in the light of
what I have learned since then, I believe now that this measure
will not result in that great measure of relief, and be the
panacea for all the alleged burdens in the carriage of freight
and passengers which it was supposed it wonld be. I believe
that the act of 1910, which we passed through this House on a bill
reported from the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee,
headed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], now the
leader of the minority, was a measure which gave to the people
all the relief that they can obtain or that they ought to expeet
to obtain, when we provided by law that the decision of the
Interstate Commerce Commission upon a question of fact is
final and ean not be appealed from. ;

Mr. GORDON. That did not help the people much in the
5 per cent advance cases, did it?

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, again we have this great hurrah about
the 5 per cent increase. Mr. Chairman, I do not own a dollar
of railroad stocks or bonds, nor am I in any way connected with
any. I aided with all the power, energy, and force that I had
in passing the act of 1906, and in passing the act of 1910 to
amend the interstate-commerce act. A prominent statesman of
the Democratic Party, Judge Reagan, of Texas, was the first
Member of this House to introduce, away back in 1887, and to
secure the passage in 1887 of the law which sought to give re-
lief to the people for unjust exactions at the hands of the rail-
roads, and that law was passed against the opposition of the
Republicans then in the House, such men as Hepburn and Can-
non ; but times have changed. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxx~] and his Democratic colleagues and some of his Repub-
lican colleagues upon that committee brought before this House
a bill which amended that act and gave relief to the people. I
had some part in my humble way in aiding in the enactment of
that legislation, and I am sincere to say that, in my judgment,
considering the temper of Congress and of the Members of Con-
gress now when we reflect upon the passage of the valuation
law, it was not necessary and will not be of any substantial or
lasting benefit to the people.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BARTLETT. I always yield to my friend from Wis-
consin.

Mr. COOPER. The Supreme Court of the United States, in
Smyth against Ames, which I read, say that a knowledge of the
value of the property of a railroad is absolutely necessary to
the fixing of rates,

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, yes.
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- Mr. COOPER. And we have not that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
- Mr. BARTLETT, I ask three minutes more, and then I will
have done.

- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that his time be extended three minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection. :

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, yes; and since that decision these laws
to which I have called attention have been enacted. Before
that enactment of 1910 the railroad could appeal to the courts
to suspend or enjoin any order of the commission, whether it
related to law or to facts.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit

another interruption right there on that point?
- Mr. BARTLETT. I hesitate to, but I will yield to my friend.
. Mr. COOPER. It is true that we have passed a law since
then; but we have not given the court or the commission the
information upon which they can base a decision, and the Su-
preme Court said so in Smyth against Ames.

Mr. BARTLETT. I am familiar with the case of Smyth
against Ames. I have read it time and again and have it
before me now; and I have undertaken to impress upon the
House the fact that the position I occupy upon this matter is
that when the railroads attack an order of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission they must show that it is not based upon
proper values, .

The burden is upon them, and they can not, as I have shown,
put into that valuation the fictitious or watered values of their
stocks and bonds. The railroad company must demonstrate
that the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission is
unreasonable. The burden is upon them now, and this addi-
tional expense upon the Government will amount to nothing,
even at the expiration of 10 or 15 years. Whoever or what-
ever may be responsible for the apparent and real expected
deficit in the Treasury, this is a luxury and not a necessity.
It is a luxury which we might indulge in if times were dif-
ferent.

* I do not know that I am in favor of discontinuing the work
altogether, We have numbers of high-priced and high-paid
men in this work. It is not of such urgent, immediate neces-
gity as to require the continuation of the expenditure of this
large amount of money to carry on this work. When we en-
tered into it we did not realize what we were about, in my
judgment. It ean be suspended, not abandoned altogether, un-
til a more propitious time and season, and I do not think the
people will be injured or hurt thereby.

- One word in reference to the increase of rate, Mr. Chairman,
iLike the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Moss], I believe that
the men on the Interstate Commerce Commission who devote
their time and attention to the consideration of this work have
at heart the best interests of the people. I believe the increase
of rates decided by them was decided on the merits of the case
and met the demand of a vast majority of the people of the
country, the consumers and shippers, and met with the ap-
proval of all men who think justly and properly about it.
[Applause.]

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I want to see if we can
not agree upon the remainder of the time to be devoted to this
proposition.

Mr. MONDELL. I want to say to the gentleman I would like
15 minutes. The gentleman from Georgia has spoken 18 min-
utes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I hope the gentleman will not ask for
that much time. I know it is a very important matter, but
we do not want to devote too much time to it.

Mr. MANN. Genilemen on this side are asking for over an

our.
? Mr. FITZGERALD. We have already debated it an hour
and 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. If no proposition is submitted, the Chair
will recognize the gentleman from Wyoming.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think we ought to have some agree-
ment as to time ou thig item.

Mr. MANN. I think so, too, or otherwise we will debate it all
the afternoon.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that all de-
bate on this paragraph and amendment thereto shall be closed
in one hour.

Mr. LEVY. I have another amendment,

. Mr. MANN. I think we ought to have a little more time.
We will proceed very rapidly afterwards on the bill

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; it looks like it. [Laughter.]

Mr. MANN. I think we ought to reach an agreement before
we proceed.

Mr. FITZGERALD. At the first of it nobody wanted to talk
about it.

Mr. MANN,
talk.

Mr., FITZGERALD. I suggest that all debate close in one
hour and a half, and let the recognition be by the Chair.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman object to my controlling
one-half of the time on this side? That would be distributed
proportionately to gentlemen who have asked for it.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the debate
ought to be divided among Members in favor of and opposed to
the proposition, and the only way is to let the Chair recognize
Members under the regular rules that are applicable in Com-
mittee of the Whole, preference going to members of the com-
mittee, and preference given to those opposed and in favor of
alternately. 5

Mr. MANN. I take it that the gentleman would not object
to some one controlling the time over here. .

Mr. SHERLEY. Not if it did not result in having the debate
lopsided. The division is not a party division; it is on a propo-
sition touching a particular matter.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the
gentleman from New York, that all debate on the pending
amendment and amendments thereto close in 1 hour and 30
minutes. Is there objection?

* Mr. MONDELL. Reserving the right to object, I want to say
that I would like to have 10 minutes.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the motion be put
and either objected to or not, and then if gentlemen want addi-
tional time the committee can determine it.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Kentucky knows that
if we agree upon a limitation of time, with no arrangement as to
the control, the Chair will not be justified in giving anyone more
than five minutes.

Mr. SHERLEY, I do not agree to that proposition.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will modify my request, Mr. Chair-
man, and make it 1 hour and 40 minutes, and that will give the
gentleman from Wyoming 10 minutes.

Mr. LEVY. T call the attention of the Chair to the fact that
I have another amendment,

; The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment is not pend-
ng.

Mr. LEVY. But I want to offer it, and this is to shut off
amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from New
York has nothing to do with shutting off amendments.

Mr, LEVY. But I want five minutes on my amendment.

l\f{ FITZGERALD. Well, the gentleman can take it and talk
on

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments
thereto shall close in 1 hour and 40 minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that I may control one-half the time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that he
may control one-half the time,

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will take the other half.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to me that the
time ought to be controlled with reference to the center aisle,
inasmuch as it has been stated by the gentleman from Kentucky
that it is not a party question. It ought to be divided between
those who favor and those who do not.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the
further request that one half the time be controlled by the gen-
tleman from Illinois and the other half be controlled by himself.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and
yet in the present state of the public revenues I realize how any
man who believes in keeping the expenditures within our in-
come if possible may consider himself justified in attempting to
cut down or entirely eliminate an item of this kind on the theory
that this work might, under these circumstances, wait. I voted
for the bill for the physical valuation of railways, and I think
I voted for it with my eyes wide open, I did not imagine, as
some Members apparently did, that it would cost not over three
or four million dollars. I believed then that it would cost at
least ten, and possibly twenty, million dollars.

Judge Prouty now believes it will cost anywhere from
$12,000,000 to $20,000,000; even more, if a literal interpretation
of the statute is to be followed. Whether or not the work,
when done, will be worth that much is of course a matter of
opinion. That it will be valuable, of course, there is no reason-
able doubt, because the physical valuation of the property is one

The longer we run, the more Members want to
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of the factors to be taken into consideration in fixing rates. Itis
not the controlling factor nor the most important factor. A
rather more important factor is that of the obligations of the
property, and a more important question than physical valua-
tion is that which is now being neglected by the Demoecratic
Party, namely, legislation for the control of the issuance by com-
mon carriers of bonds and other obligations. Until we have
legislation upon that subject, physical valuation of properties
will be of comparatively little value, But this valuation is a
factor in rate fixing.

Mr. Chairman, without waiting for this physical valuation,
however, the Interstate Commerce Commission has recently in-
creased by approximately 5 per cent the railroad rates in a
large area in the eastern portion of the country. I think it is
probably true that it is impossible to prove that the President
of the United States in any way influenced that action by the
Interstate Commerce Commission. The very regrettable feature
of the situation, however, is that the President in this case is
unlike Ceesar's wife. He is not above suspicion. It is a notori-
ous fact that after the first and adverse decision of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission on the subject of an increase of
rates the papers favorable to an increase in rates the country
over gave everybody to understand that the administration, the
President, favored an increase. Editorials and news items to
that effect were published in every part and section of the
country, and we heard no denial from anyoue anywhere of
that proposition that the President did favor an increase. In
due course of time the increase came. But the gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. Moss] has conclusively proved the proposi-
tion to his satisfaction and said so in answer to statements
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop].

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELIL. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield at this time.
The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Moss] says that it is
impossible that the Interstate Commerce Commission was in-
fluenced by the President, that he knows the members of that
commission to be high-minded and honorable gentlemen, gentle-
men who have too high a regard for their duties and responsi-
bilities to allow the President of the United States to influence
them. I believe they are high-minded and honorable gentlemen,
but I decline to believe that they are any more high-minded
and honorable, or that they have any higher regard for their
responsibilities and duties than have the Representatives of the
govereign States of this Union under this Dome, or the Represent-
atives of the people whose seats are on this floor. And yet
we have seen with our own eyes and of recent date the influence
of the Executive upon legislation and on the action of some
of these high-minded and honorable Representatives of the
States and of the people. It is not proper to quote from what
occurred in another legislative body, except in a general way,
but if gentlemen want to know what certain gentlemen, repre-
sentatives of certain States, in the Senate think of Executive
interference, let them read the CoxNcressioNAL REecorp of yes-
terday.

The charge was hurled in another body by a Democrat of
high estate that Members of the legisiative branch are abso-
lutely subservient to the dictation and domination of Executive
authority; that legislation is being urged that has little real,
bona fide, actual support anywhere except in the Executive
Mansion; and that that.legislation, if placed upon the statute
books, would be so placed under coercion and dictation of the
President of the United States. Mr. Chairman, I refuse to
believe that the Interstate Commerce Commission is composed
of men more immune from HExecutive influence, more high
minded, men who to a greater extent realize their duties and
responsibilities, than do the Representatives of the States and
the people of the Union. We have seen very recently the effect
of Exeeutive influence in this House. *

Just a few days ago a bill' was brought into this body on
the question of passing it over the President’s veto, and the
Democratic side—some 11 gentlemen, if I recollect correctly—
discovered that in the interval between their last vote, some
30 days before, and the time they were called upon to vote
upon the proposition after the presidential veto their minds
had changed upon this important question, and whereas they
felt 30 days before that it was essential that there should be
an educational qualification for the admission of aliens, 30
days thereafter they came to the conclusion that no such
qualification was necessary or should be provided. Some time
ago we had under consideration a question that a great party
had passed upon in its platform and on which it had appealed
to the people from every stump and rostrum in a ecampaign, but
the presidential influence was effective in having that plank
utterly stripped from the party platform and the mandate of

the party repudiated and the position of more than half of
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber reversed.

Mr. Chairman, in the face of this state of affairs, with Execu-
tive influence so apparent that he who runs may read and all
the world may know, I refuse to believe that the Interstate
Commerce Commission is necessarily any more immune from
influence from the White House than are the honorable gen-
tlemen whb are my colleagues here and the gentlemen who
represent the States of the Union at the other end of the
Capitol. Never in all of the history of the Republic have we seen
anything like it. What is the meat that this, our Executive,
feeds upon that he feels that he is justified in stopping the
wheels of legislation, in preventing the passage of supply bills,
in preventing his party from carrying out its legislative pledges
by the order and demand from the White House that cerfain
legislation, new, novel, and dangerous, urged by a not considera-
ble number of our people, never pledged or approved by any
party on earth, shall be written on the statute books, whether
Congress favor or approve it or no. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HowAgrp in the chair).
the genfleman from Wyoming has expired. :

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CurLLoP.]

Mr. CULLOP. Mr, Chairman, I am confident that the predic-
tions of the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. MonDELL] concerning
the interference of the President in the proceedings of the In-
terstate Commerce Commission on the rate question are about
as far afield as the prediction of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
Goop] about the political death of William J. Bryan. For 16
years every year leading Republicans have declared that he
has met his political death. If he has, one thing is certain—he
has proven to be a very lively corpse, and that he has come
forth from each political death stronger than ever in the
esteem and affectionate regard of the people of this great coun-
try. And he is stronger to-day with the American people than
he has ever been. As the years go by the people become at-
tached stronger to him for the good and great work he is doing
in their behalf.

I hold no brief to speak for him. He needs no defense, as his
great public services have so endeared him to the American
people that attacks, such as just made by the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. Goop], have but little effect upon the great mass of
the people who appreciate his great work, clean, pure, and
noble life. ILet me remind gentlemen who are disposed to
criticize this great man and the splendid services he has ren-
dered his country and the people, that all their assaults upon
him are made in vain, and will find but little indorsement
among the people of this great country. He has earned the
gratitude of the people for his faithful devotion to their cause,
and for his great work in their behalf they refuse to be
alienated from him. They believe in him as they believe in no
other man in this country; they recognize him as one whom
they can safely trust, and confidently rely on him as the
champion of their cause, They know he has never abused their
confidence or betrayed their best interests. In the great crisis
through which this country has been passing for the last year
the people have depended upon him more than any other per-
son to preserve pedace, prevent this country from being plunged
into war, and he has met their expectations, for which the
people, irrespective of party, owe him a lasting debt of gratitude.
From every fireside in this great country go out the thanks of
fathers and mothers that this country had at this time in the
great office of Secretary of State Willlam J. Bryan to preserve
peace and prevent the slaughter of our best manhood. It mat-
ters not what gentleman may say in eriticizing him or his great
work, it will fall upon unappreciative ears, and the people who
know the benefit of what he has done in behalf of the welfare
of this great country will resent it. Long after the names of
his carping critics have been forgotten, the name of William
J. Bryan will be fresh in the minds of the people as one of
the greatest names that will adorn American history and
American statesmanship. His rank will be of the highest and
his fame enduring.

Woodrow Wilson, as President of these United States, needs
no defense from any Member on this floor, because the Amer-
iean people understand and appreciate his great work to eman-
cipate them from the exploitation of special privileges which
have dominated the legislation of this country under Republi-
can administrations. The people well know throughout this
Republic the high and laudable purpose which animates his
course, and they commend him for his courage and tenacity
in standing as he does for their best interests. Monopoly is
now making a desperate effort to defeat his purpose, but the
people understand what inspires their desperate efforts, and

The time of
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will align themselves on his side and assist him in his good
work., They know on him they can rely for relief from the
burdens which have been imposed and which impositions are
attempted to be continued to the great detriment of the producing
and consuming masses. They will know these wrongs against
them are intolerable to him, and he is using his great power
to eliminate them, and because of this fact he has incurred the
enmity of the special-privilege class, which is arraying all the
power it ean summon to defeat his purpose, but its efforts will
be in vain. He has the support in his great work of the
masses of this country, who recognize in him a leader who will
not surrender at the behest of the emissaries of personal privi-
lege. The people will assist him in his efforts to conquer the
forces of monopoly in this country and restore the rights of
the people, so that this again will be a Government of, for, and
by the people.

Mr, Chairman, it will be unfortunate, in my judgment, if at
this time this appropriation is struck out of this bill. The law
for the physical valuation of railroads passed this House in the
Sixty-second Congress without a single dissenting vote. It
received the votes of all the Members of this House, irrespective
of party affiliations. There was not a single vote cast against
it. The law was passed by a Democratic House unanimously,
by a Republican Senate by an overwhelming majority, and was
signed by a Republican President. The purpose of that law
was to correct existing abuses in order fo arrive at the correct
determination of the value of railroad properties in this coun-
try, to regulate the issuance of stocks and bonds, and adjust
fairly transportation charges; and in the last session of Con-
gress the Rayburn stock and bond bill, as an auxiliary meas-
ure to this law, was passed by this House, on a roll call, with
only 12 dissenting votes. The good features of that law will be
neutralized if the great work proposed under the physical
valuation law is not carried into effect. This law will be of
much value to the public in the settlement of great transporta-
tion questions, now the source of much trouble in this country.
There are many things, doubtless, in the Interstate Commerce
Commission work that ought to and could be corrected, but it
is performing a great work, if not the greatest of any depart-
ment of this Government, and it requires time to work out the
proper solution of these questions, some of which are of the
greatest magnitude and of far-reaching importance.

I will call your attention now to one of these things which
perhaps needs changing and which doubtless can and will be
done when opportunity is presented. The manner in which
rates are promulgated now is entirely too expensive, and ex-
perience will develop a plan in which that expense can be
greatly reduced. As the correction of this involves an adminis-
tration feature, the commission will doubtless consider methods
calculated to reduce this expense. Take one of these trunk lines
of this country and it will cost the system $250,000 to promul-
gate a tariff sheet and get it into force. That expense can be
reduced, and the Interstate Commerce Commission, as the work
developes, will, I have no doubt, find a way to reduce that cost.

The present method employed in the adoption of freight
tariffs is not only expensive but cumbersome, and when once
adopted is almost incomprehensible to most of the shippers of
the country. A cheaper and simpler method should be, and no
doubt will be, devised which will reform the present method
and give better satisfaction to the patrons. But the commis-
gsion has much to contend with and performs an enormous
amount of work and accomplishes great good to the public. Its
work should not be crippled, but assisted in every manner
possible. It seems to me a tariff schedule should be presented
to the commission in a petition form for approval before adop-
tion, so that the commission could supervise the rates, and
after thus passing on them then have them go into effect, and
this certainly would be a great improvement over the method
now pursued. It would save much expense and trouble. Some
plan of this kind, I am convinced, should be adopted to obviate
the trouble which now exists in this respect. A great economy
can be inaugurated in this matter and this would enable roads
to reduce expenses and prove a great boon to the shipping publie.
As expenses are reduced rates can be reduced. I hope and be-
lieve this subject will soon receive the attention it deserves at
the hands of the commission.

Now, as to the physical valuation of railroads, the law was
not only passed to ascertain the value but for the purpose of
correcting a great evil existing in this country in reference to
the issuance of stocks and bonds, which are sold to the investing
publie, who are entitled to protection from the financial sharks
who have been fleecing the public. Innocent investors in rail-
road stocks and bonds have suffered very greatly because the
actual value of the roads in which they bought stocks and bonds
could not be ascertained, and hence they were unable to know

the real value of the same, but this law will protect the innocent:
investors in this country in these kinds of securities when in
operation. In justice to people who invest in this kind of
properties means should be provided for them to obtain this
information. This law will supply this means and will also’
enable the commission to adjust freight rates on a substantial
and proper basis. The propriety of the correction of the evils
heretofore existing in the issuing of stocks and bonds far in
excess of value and the charging of transportation rates to raise
revenues to pay the interest on the same has been an imposition
on the shipping public for which there was no justification.
There is and long since has been a demand for the correction of
these evils, and this law, when in operation, will enable the
same to be corrected, and therefore protect the investing public
from worthless stocks and bonds and the shipping public from
exhorbitant transportation charges.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, T yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENRooOT].

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, no appropriation found in
this bill or any bill passed by this Congress is more important
to the public than is this appropriation. I was very much sur-
prised at some of the statements made by the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. BarteeErr]. He first stated that the bill directing
this valuation was put through this House under whip and
spur. Mr. Chairman, I well recall that this bill was open to
unlimited amendment, was open to the fullest discussion. There
was no caucus upon it, and if any bill has been open to full and
free consideration, it was this very bill. The gentleman from
Georgia states that this valuation is unnecessary, because if the
Interstate Commerce Commission shall make any order with
reference fo rates, the railroads must prove, before that order
can be set aside, that the rates are confiscatory, and therefore
the burden is upon the railroads to show the value. The gen-
tleman seems to forget that the Imterstate Commerce Commis-
sion itself ean not make an order except upon evidence before
it; but passing that, if the railroads do get into court and at-
tempt to prove confiscation, the attitude of the gentleman from
Georgia and others who are opposing this proposition is that
the Government should lie helpless without any evidence to
meet that introduced by the railroads. I wonder if the gentle-
man himself, or any other lawyer upon the floor of this House,
if he had a case in court for a client, if it became necessary to
prove the value of property and the burden was upon the
opponent, would say to his client that because the burden is
upon the other side to prove the value of the property it was
unnecessary for him to go to any expense to meet any evidence
that may be offered by such opponent. Why, Mr. Chairman, it
is absolutely ridiculous, a position that no lawyer would take
in his own private practice,

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. BARTLETT. That is the very thing that the law is,
and the decision of the Supreme Court is to the same effect.
If it is ridiculous, they are responsible.

Mr. LENROOT. No; the law is that the railroad has the
burden of proof to show confiscation, but the gentleman’s po-
sition is that he is unwilling to have the Government have the
means with which fo furnish any evidence to overcome or meet
the evidence of the railroads, and I say to the gentleman he
never would advise a private client of his not to go to any
expense to overcome evidence where the burden of proof of
value is upon the other side in a private lawsuit.

Mr. Chairman, Congress itself has no power to change the
rule with reference to the basis of rates which shall be charged
by a railroad. The railroad is absolutely entitled to such rates
as will pay a fair return upon the value of the property. If
the rates are more than that, it is a confiscation of the prop-
erty of the shippers. Ifit is less than that, it is a confiscation
of the property of the railroad. The gentleman from Georgia
stated that when this bill was passed it was upon the theory
that this would mean a great reduction of rate. I took an
active part in the passage of that bill. I never took that posi-
tion. I said whether it amounted to a reduction or an increase
of rates it was absolutely necessary to have this valuation in
order that there should be a proper basis for rate making,
because otherwise Federal regulation absolutely falls to the
ground. And what, Mr. Chairman, is the situation now with
reference to rate making in the absence of this valnation?

Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Girerr] offers a motion to strike this out. If this valuation
had been directed when the Interstate Commerce Commission
first asked Congress to provide the means, it would have been
completed long before this. If it had been completed, the New
Haven Railroad, in the gentleman’s district, would not have
been wrecked; thousands of widows and orphans there would
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not have been stripped of their fortunes. And what is the re-
sult now? Because of the mismanagement of railroads, because
of the distrust of the public in railroad management, the rail-
roads now come to the Interstate Commerce Commission and
say, “ We can not borrow new capital, and we want to increase
our rates.” And what is the basis of it? Upon the value of the
property? No; the basis is that because new capital will not
invest, we want the public to pay such rates as will not only pay
a fair return upon the value, but because of suspicion of rail-
road management and because of distrust of railroad manage-
ment, because of the hazards of the investor in railroad securi-
ties, they insist that they shall take from the shipper such sums
as will compensate the investor for the hazards that he under-
goes by reason of reckless and criminal mismanagement. Mr,
Chairman, there has been a propaganda going on during the past
year or two over this country attempting to discredit the Infer-
state Commerce Commission, attempting to discredit Federal reg-
ulation of railroads. But, Mr. Chairman, the fault does not lie
in the Interstate Commerce Commission or in Federal regula-
tion. I undertake to say that if it had not been for the New
Haven mismanagement and one or two other railroads in this
country we would not have had the situation that has existed
with reference to loss of credit.

It has not been because of Federal regulation. It has not
been because of the action of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission that railroad credit has largely gone. It has been due
to some of the great railroad financiers themselves. It has
been due to the fact that the railroads of this country during
the past 10 years have been manipulated as a stock proposition
upon the New York Stock Exchange rather than as a railroad
proposition.

Mr. Chairman, to strike this proposition out of the bill now
means an absolute loss of the $2,400,000 that has been used so
far in that work; and it means that in the future, if we shall
set aside this physical valuation, whenever we have criminal
railrond mismanagement or other cause of the distrust upon
the part of the public, that the railroads may then come to the
Interstate Commerce Commission or to Congress and say that
because they can not borrow money to develop their property
they insist that we permit them to increase the rates to the
shippers to overcome the distrust that has been caused by their
own reckless and criminal mismanagement.

Mr, Chairman, the Interstate Commerce Commission in its
first decision upon the 5 per cent case said:

A carriecr without a sufficient return to cover costs and obtain in
addition a margin of profit large enough to attract new capital for
extensions and improvements can not permanently render service
commensurate with the needs of the publie.

And in the second decision, granting the 5 per cent increase,
it is fair to say that that decision rested largely, if not wholly,
upon the proposition that the public interest demanded the
inerease. I am not going to criticize the Interstate Commerce
Commission, but, Mr. Chairman, the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission has no right in passing upon rates to determine what
a general public policy shall be. The law is well laid down,
and the Interstate Commerce Commission must keep within the
limits of the law wherever they have the information upon
which it ean be based, and that is the simple proposition that
railroads are entitled only to a fair return upon the value of
their property. Again, Mr. Chairman, if this physical valuation
had been had when it ought to have been had——

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, MANN. Mr, Chairman, I yield two minutes more to the
gentleman from Wisconsin,

Mr, LENROOT. 1If this physical valuation had been begun
when it should have been begun it would have been completed
a year or more ago. We would not have had pending before the
Interstate Commerce Commission for nearly a year the applica-
tion for increase of rates, and when the commission did finally
act it would not have been a leap in the dark. On the contrary,
if this valuation had been had, and they made an application
for an increase, it would not have taken the Interstate Com-
merce Commission 30 days to decide the application, and there
would not have been any great wonder on the part of the public
whether there had been undue influence exercised here or undue
influence exercised there. There would not have been any
question on the part of the public as to whether or not the
decision of the Inferstate Commerce Commission was based
upon correct conclusions or not, for they would have followed
the simple and plain path of the law after they had had this
evidence which I submit must be had if there is ever to be any
proper Federal regulation of railroad rates in this country.

Mr. Chairman, I yleld back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back half a minute.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JouNsoN].

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do not
know whether the information that we get as the result of this
appropriation will be worth what it costs or not. I notice Mr.
Prouty says in the hearings before the committee that if they
were to undertake to ascertain the value of each separate parcel
of land which the law requires it would add $15,000,000 to the
expense that he had already estimated. But I think the time
to have talked about the expense of the appropriation was
when we passed the law authorizing the work to be done. And
therefore I shall not vote to strike out the paragraph. But I
wanted to find out from the gentleman in charge of the bill
some matters connected with this valuation. Who is in charge
of the valuation appropriation under the commission?

Mr. SHERLEY. I presume Mr. Prouty is as much in charge
as anybody in connection with it.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Prouty was one of
the commissioners before he was appointed at the head of the
valuation board, was he not?

Mr. SHERLEY. He was, and he is now the director of the
valuation organization.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina,
employed ?

Mr. SHERLEY. Ten thousand dollars.
mﬁg JOHNSON of South Carolina. What force has he under

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, I do not know that I can answer
within the time that the gentleman has. I have in my hand
the number of people that are under him and the salaries that
they are being paid. It is impossible now to answer.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Are they within or with-
out the classified service?

Mr. SHERLEY. Some of them are within the classified
service and some of them are not.

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me suggest to the gentleman——

Mr. SHERLEY. Just a moment. Some of them are within
the qualified classified service, which differs a little bit from
the regular civil service.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have been informed—
and I want to know from the gentleman in charge of the bill
if it is true—that Mr. Prouty has a brother-in-law who was
employed on this Interstate Commerce Commission force at a
salary of $5,000 and was transferred to this lump-sum valua-
tion appropriation at $7,500. Does the gentleman know if
that is true?

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman can tell me the name of .
the brother-in-law, I can tell him whether or not he is on
the list.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I refer to Mr. Farrell.

Mr. SHERLEY. There appears on this list Mr. P. J. Farrell,
at $7,500.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. And it also appears that
from the Interstate Commerce Commission he received a salary
of $5,000 a year?

Mr. SHERLEY. T think that is true, sir.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. Is there any other Farrell
engaged in the work?*

Mr. SHERLEY. I have not been able to find the name of any
other Farrell,

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. I think the gentleman will
find that the younger Farrell, the nephew of Commissioner
Prouty, is employed on the Interstate Commerce Commission
force at $2,400 or $3,000 a year.

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman was not asking me in regard
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, but in regard to this
division of valuation.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Very well. Then I will
go to the other question. Is there any other Prouty besides
Commissioner Prouty on this valuation force?

Mr..SHERLEY. There is an attorney, W. Prouty, drawing a
salary of $3,000.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I am informed he is a son
of Commissioner Prouty. Does the gentleman know anything
about it?

Mr. SHERLEY. I have heard that stated, but I have no per-
sonal knowledge as to whether it is true or not.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I am very much obliged
to the gentleman for the information. Now, gentlemen, here
comes the old question that we have to confront us in every
session of Congress. We have tried to remedy the evil by put-
ting into the law a positive prohibition against men being
put on lump-sum appropriations at increased salaries. Here is
a man jumped from $5,000 to $7,500, and one family drawing
down more than $20,000 a year out of this appropriation.

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. BRYan].

At what salary is he
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Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, of course the
benefit to come from any activities that we may take along
these lines is a matter of the future. We are not so very much
interested in the records of the past, simply considered as ree-
ords, but we are interested in the records of the past in so
far as they will aid us in the future. Those records show that
during the 10 years from 1902 to 1912 the railroads increased
their outstanding capitalization in stocks and bonds in the sum
of $7,152,546,007. They claim that during that same period of
time they spent practically $2,000,000,000 of the earnings of
the railroads—taken from tlie American people, of course, for
freight and passenger charges—in improvements and better-
ments. So there is more than $9,000,000,000 alleged to have
gone to the railroads during this period of 10 years. During
the next 10 years what are they going to do? Are they going
to continue the same method of procedure in the coming decade
that they have carried on in the past?

It has been well said that we may forget the past and the
iniquities and wrongdoings of the railroads and their officers
and promoters and financiers in the past, but how about the
future? There is no indication that there will be any kind of
procedure in the future different from that which has taken
place in the past.

England is a country that is governed more or less like ours.
The railroads were given a free rein over there. There was no
attempt at regulation or valuation or control such as we are
trying to put in force in this country, and the valuation of
railroad properties in England went up and up until it has
reached §314,000 a mile. If our lines were valued on the same
basis as the English lines, we would be paying interest and
dividend on $£81,000,000,000 of stocks and bonds. Is there any
doubt that the railroads in this country will continue in the
same way, increasing their capitalization each year, nine or
ten billion dollars in every decade? Why should they change
their practices? Why should their policy be different? Mr.
James J. Hill declares that the railroads now need over $5,000,-
000,000 to put themselves in shape. In 1907 they issued $1,500,-
000,000 of stocks and bonds, and then, as Mr. Hill says, the
people of the country were only saved from all kinds of indus-
trial depression for want of the necessary railroad facilities
because of the panic. It took the panic of 1907 to help the
railroads out of the difficulty of inefficiency of management and
jnsufficiency of equipment, notwithstanding the tremendous
amount of stocks and bonds that they had issued.

It ean not be claimed that they have spent that £9,000,000,000
in new lines, for during that period of 10 years they have built
only thirty-three thousand and odd miles of new lines, and they
could not have spent the money for that purpese. Mr. Hill
says they use their capitalization for new lines and their earn-
ings for betterments and surplus. They could not have spent
this money for betterments. We all know it has gone to in-
crease the private fortunes of a few men. Are we going to
continue that sort of a system?

What is the remedy? What is the suggestion of a method
of stopping it? This affords a reasonable and sensible plan.
Here we have an arrangement by which we can learn what is
the value of the railfoads, and the commission can determine
whether or not rates should be allowed, and when the railroads
issue new bonds, whether the Government shall limit their
bonds or not, the publie will know whether the bonds are worth
anything. The public will know whether the stock is worth buy-
ing. I can not understand how any well-informed Member can
support this motion to strike the paragraph. At this time
only 64 per cent of the stock of the railroads that is issued is
paying dividends, and it is plain, as everybody knows, that
they have increased the amount of their securities beyond all
considerations of justice and equity.

Compare the situation in England with the German situation.
A recent statement issued by Prof. Walther Lotz, an authority in
Germany, says that the Prussian-Hesse railroads, which are val-
ued fo-day in truth at $5,000,000,000, are carried in the eapitaliza-
tion account of the German Government at only $2,000.000,000—
in other words, 60 per cent less than their real value—and that
another billion has been taken from the railroads as profits paid
into the public treasury. In this country we do not follow that
kind of a method. Here all the unearned inerement, all the
increase in value, as fast as it is realized, is issued in the form
of paper stocks and bonds at the ratio of 2 or 3 to 1, on which
all those who come after us must pay interest and must insure
dividends. 'There have been 750 receiverships involving rail-
roads and some 950 foreclosures. The money has gone in that
way and in scandals and extravagance. We could forget all
that, as I stated at the outset. We could put all that behind us
if it were not for the fact that the coming 10 years will reveal
the same kind of procedure, and we will get an ultimate $81,-
000,000,000 of capitalization, like England, if we do not stop it.

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. HOwARD],

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Chairman, my judgment about this appro-
priation is that I do not believe that ultimately it is going to
amount to any good to the people of this country who pay the
freight. Judge Prouty, in his statement before the Appropria-
tions Committee, said that there were 250,000 miles of single-
line track and that there was 1 mile of siding for each mile
of single track in the United States, which makes 500,000 miles
of track. According to the calculation of my distinguished col-
league from Georgia [Mr. BartiETT], it would take over 21
vears for these gentlemen finally to assess the physical valua-
tion of all this property. At $3,000,000 a year, it will cost the
people $63,000,000. Now, when we get through let us see what
we sghall have. In the saying of the street, “After you get it,
what are you going to do with it¥ Old Commodore Vander-
bilt laid down a proposition away back yonder in the early
days of railroading that is just as true to-day as it was then.
When he was asked upon what he based his rates, he said: “I
fix the rates on my line of road for every penny the traffic will
‘bear.” And they have been doing that ever since. Now, sup-
pose you find the exact value of the physical railroad property.
Is there a man within the sound of my voice, is there a man
whom you ever heard or read of in your life, who could tell
you the actual elements that enter into the making of a rate?
If you have ever seen such a man, you have seen one that I
have never been able to hear of. They do not know why they
fix a rate of $1.05 to one point and $1.18 to another point, and
there is not a railroad man in the world who could tell you
why a certain rate is fixed. It is guesswork pure and simple,
and it is for the people in their wisdom to say how long they
will bear that kind of rates. The railroads are rapidly realiz-
ing that the time is at hand for them to come out in the open
and deal with the people of this country fairly. I do not believe
that the modern railroad directors are going to stand for any
more “ watered ™ stock propositions. They are finding out that
the confidence of the people of this country will eventually be
worth more to them than false profits upon questionable bond
issues. My notion is they will never get unprejudiced treat-
ment by the people or their representatives until they do.

In the wisdom of the court they have gaid that the burden of
proof is on the railroad company, when the Interstate Commerce
Comimission fixed a rate, for them to show that that particular
rate is not an unjust diserimination against the railroad.

Now, there is one element left out entirely in the valuation of
railroad property, and that is a subject with which I have had
something to do. The most valuable assets of the railroads in
this country to-day are’'not their physical property; it is the
value of their franchises, the right of exercising the power of
eminent domain.

After you fix the physical valuation what have you got to do?
You have got to appoint another commission or perpetuate this
commission, for the Lord knows how long, to determine the
value of the franchise of the railroad. Why? Because in many
States of the Union the franchises of the public-utility corpora-
tions are subject to taxation just as the physical property of
individuals is subject to taxation.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoax].

Mr. SLOAN. Mr, Chairman, I do not desire fo discuss at
length this proposition. I should like to have the fact go into
the Recorp that this does relate to the physical valuation; it
relates to the valuation of the railroad property. This includes
all property, of whatever nature or character. The title of the
act upon which the valuation now in progress is based is “An act
to amend an act entitled ‘An act o regulate commerce,” approved
Febrnary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof providing
for a valuation of the several classes of property of carriers
subject thereto, and securing information concerning their
stocks, bonds, and other securities,” This law went into effect
March 1, 1913, while we still had a Republican President and
a Republican Senate.

This is a measure the people of the United Stafes were in
favor of, and no party nor any considerable portion of the peo-
ple has suggested the people into their confidence on a
proposition to either terminate this law or to suspend it by cut-
ting out this appropriation. T think frankness would require
that if the law is not regarded as a wise one it be terminated
and not suspended.

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Girerr] says that
10 years or more will elapse before this valuation is completed,
and that part of the findings will then be obsolete. With that
statement I do not agree. If they become obsolete when we are
going through with all the speed possible, if we suspend work
for one or two years, then those that have been made in the
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early stages at the end of the period will have become ancient
history. Further, the bill provides for revision of valuations so
that the early estimates will be brought up to date.

I do not believe that the suspension of this work by refusal
of this appropriation would fail to meet rebuke by the people.

I appreciate the chivalry of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Gmrerr] in his attempted rescue of the National
Treasury, as he states it. I find him so “ rescuing the perishing *
on frequent oceasions, but will he not wait two years and then
“eare for the dying” [laughter], after which there will be an
opportunity for replenishing our Treasury so that the ordinary
functions of the Government may be provided. Then bank-
ruptey will not be the main subjeet for discussion in this House,
as it necessarily has been during the last two years. Our bal-
ance in the Treasury has been going down from the 4th of
March, 1913, to the present day at an average of $150,000 per
day.

Permit me to further say that I -do not think the plan so
ably urged by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Levy] in
assisting the gentleman from Massachusetts, that we should let
this valnation to the highest bidder would in any way relieve
the Treasury. He asserts that $3,000,000 is a large sum. Yes,
$3,000,000 is a good round sum to invest in any one year for
any purpose. But the courts have fully established—and I shall
ask leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp by quoting liber-
ally from a recent Minnesota rate case—the fact that rates in
the maximum must not be greater than a fair return on the
valuation of the property which is engaged in performing the
service, and that the minimum shall not be low enough to be
confiscatory. It leaves only large questions of fact for the com-
mission and eourts to determine.

In the case of Simpson et al., constituting the Railroad and
Warehouse Commission of the State of Minnesota against
Shepard, found in the Two hundred and thirtieth United States
Supreme Court Report, beginning on page 352, there will be
found the following statements.

On page 355, as part of the syllabus, appears the following:

While the property of railroad corporations has been devoted to a
public use, the State has not seen fit to undertake the service itself,
and the private property embarked in it is not placed at the mercy of
legislative caprice, but rests secure under the constitutional protection
which extends not merely to the title but to the right to receive just
compensation for the services given to the public.

For fixing rates the basis of calculation of value is the fair value of
the property of the carrier used for convenience of the public. (Smyth v.
Ames, 169, U. 8., 466.)

There is no formula for the ascertainment of the fair wvalue of
property used for convenience of the public, but there must be a reason-
?blg& ju ent having its basis in a proper consideration of all relevant
ac

On page 434 in the opinion the following appears:

In determining whether that right has been denfed—

Right to receive just compensation for the service given to
the publie— :

each ease must rest upon its special facts, But the general principles
which are applicable in a case of this character have been get forth in
the decisions.

(1) The basis of calculation is the " fair value of the property”
used for the convenience of the publie, (Sm{'th v, Ames, si:‘pra.. p. 5486.)
Or, as it was put in San Diego Land & Town Co. v. National City
(m{)ra, p. T67), “ What the company is entitled to demand, in order
that it may have just comﬁensst[on, is a fair return upon the reasonable
value of the property at the time it is being used for the public.” (See
also San Diego Land & Town Co. v. Jasper, supra; Willcox v. Con-
solidated Gas Co., supra.)

(2) The ascertainment of that value is not controlled by artificial
rules. It Is not a matter of formulas, but there must be a reasonable
judgment having its basis in a proper consideration of all relevant
facts. The scope of the ing r{ was thus broadly described in Smyth v,
Ames (supra, pp. 546-547), * In order to ascertain that value the orig-
inal cost of construction, the amount expended in permanent improve-
ments, the amount and market value of its bonds and stocks, the present
as compared with the original cost of construction, the probable earn-
ing capacity of the property under particular rates prescribed by
statute, and the sum required to meet operating expenses are all matters
for consideration, and are to be given such welgﬂ as may be Just and
right in each case, We do not say that there may not be other matters
to be regarded in estimating the value of the property. What the com-
pany is entitled to ask Is a fair return upon the value of that which
it employes for the public convenience. n the other hand, what the
public is entitled to demand is that no more be exacted from it for the
uset?lr a public highway than the services rendered by it are reasonably
worth.”

In view of the foregoing the importance of this work of
valuation must be reasonably apparent to all.

If a competent commission shall find those facts accurately
and reduce them to a workable basis, a large service, worth
many million dollars, will have been performed for the American
people, railroad and shipper as well. [Applause.]

[Mr. SwoAx was granted leave to extend his remarks.]

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Levy].

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, I intended my remarks to apply
to ap amendment which I shall offer, but the agreement as to

time having made that impossible, I speak upon the question
now. The old question arises as to the benefit that physical
valuation of railroads will accomplish. Certainly if it is car-
ried out, if they depend upon it to make rates, the rafes will
be double what they are now, because there is no question but
that the valuation will be far in excess of that upon which the
rates for freight and passengers are now based at the present
time.

It is unfair to charge the President of the United States with
interfering with the Interstate Commerce Commission. We all
know that such a charge is absolutely incorreet and without
a scintilla of proof. The statements made by the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. Goop], which he claims as evidence that has
not been denied, are so absolutely absurd on their face that they
require no denial. All American citizens, irrespective of party
affiliations, hold the President and his office in the highest
esteem, and it seems astounding to me that any Representative
on the floor of this House should even intimate such a charge,

It is the same way with the Interstate Commerce Commission.
In all of my charges against a portion of the commission, I
never charged that they were unfaithful in the way of being
inflnenced. T believe it is impossible to influence the Interstate
Commerce Commission, but they have got the wrong theory,
and the country arose at their outrageous treatment of the rail-
roads in frying to drive them into bankruptcy by allowing
such a low rate, and they had to change their decision. They
heard the popular voice of the people, and it was opposed to
them. In fact, if the Interstate Commerce Commission would
give the railroads a fair rate to-day, they ought to have 10 per
cent, and every shipper in the couniry would be in favor of it.
It would bring us prosperity and double the business of the
country. It would give more employees higher rates of wages.
How can you expect the railroads to go on and increase the rates
of wages of employees and reduce their rates on freight? Take
the statisties from abroad. Our freight rates are one-third of
what they are in Germany and England. I stated last year
that a prominent statistician of this country would value the
railroads in four years at $5,197,000.

If you are fair and you want a valuation and you want it
promptly, give it by public letting to a statistician, at a stated
amount, and let it be carried through. Commissioner Prouty,
when he first appeared before the committee urging a physical
valuation of the railroads, stated that it would cost a moderate
amount, something like the amount asked by the commission for
one year, but after he and his commission were appointed he
states that he wants so many millions, and you should bear in
mind that $3,000,000 is 2% per cent on $120,000,000 a year. Just
think of that—in one year! But next year he will probably
want $5,000,000. What is he doing? Is he surveying this
country for the purpose of building railroads? Why not buy
the railroads outright? My theory is that this money is abso-
lutely thrown away. It will not be for the benefit of improv-
ing the rates, because every State in the Union has a commission
that already has a valuation of the railroads.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Howagp). The time of the gentleman
from New York has expired.

[By unanimous consent, Mr. LEvY was granted leave to extend
his remarks in the REcorp.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN].

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the
motion to strike this item out of the appropriation bill, not only
for the reasons already well stated, but for other reasons.
Barly in the last session of this Congress I introduced a resolu-
tion ealling for an investigation of the financial affairs and the
physical condition of the Rock Island Railway Co. Pursuant
to action taken by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which the resolution was referred, this investiga-
tion was undertaken last fall by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, and, while the investigation is not yet complete, im-
portant facts have developed that are of great value to the
public generally and of especial interest to all of the stock-
holders of that company. Based on information derived through
this investigation one suit has already been commenced to
recover $7,500,000, which was taken from the treasury of the
railway company to pay losses sustained in the purehase of
stocks and bonds of other railways. Other snits have also been
commenced, all of them against the directors of this railway,
to recover various sums appropriated, running into hundreds of
thousands of dollars, among which I might mention one politi-
cal contribution of $25,000, to which party I do not know, and
also because of large transfers of stocks and bonds given to
certain favored parties for much less than their real value.

As a further result of these investigations there has been a
change in the management of this railway. It was controlled
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by what was called the Reid-Moore interests, which originated
the plan of creating holding companies, which for so many years
dominated the actions of this railway. All of the directors whose
terms expire this year have now signified their intentions to
retire under fire. Most prominent among them is Mr. Reid,
perhaps the boss, as ome gentlemen suggest, of the syndicates
which have controlled that railroad.

But, Mr. Chairman, the Interstate Commerce Commission
finds itself unable to go on with this investigation with refer-
ence to the physical condition of this railway, although it ex-
pects to finish the investigation into its financlal affairs. It
does not have time to go into the physical valuation of this
railway under a separate commission or board, and it also has
thought it would be a duplication of the work soon to be done
under this appropriation in the way of physical valuation of all
of the railroads of the country. This work, Mr. Chairman, is
extremely important, not only for the purpose of ascertaining
what is a proper and just rate to be charged for the shipment of
freight, but also in order that the people may understand
whether the railways are safe for the conveyance of passengers
and whether they are rendering to the public the service which
they ought to render. This is the only way in which this can
be ascertained. This, as I think, is by no means the least im-
portant part of this physical valuation, and for that reason, as
well as the others that have already been stated here, I am very
much opposed to striking out this item.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the state of the
time? >

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has con-
sumed 20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois 35 minutes.

My, SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not see on the floor at
the present moment any of the gentlemen to whom I had ex-
pected to yield, and if the gentleman from Illinois can use some
of his time now I will endeavor to reach them at once, so as not
to delay the committee. -

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, T will yield myself three minutes.
I would not be competent to make a railroad rate, yet I think
I have given as much study to the legislative theory in ref-
erence to railroad rate making as anybody in the House, owing
to the position which I occupied in committee for many years.
Probably no one can tell just how railroad rates are made. I
am rather inclined to the belief that they are mostly like
Topsy—they have just growed. They are not based on the
value of the property, and can not be, exclusively. There are
eight or nine trunk lines which carry freight between Chicago
and New York. The rates have to be the same on each, except
on some of the lines that run away around about, and on these
the rates are a ftrifle lower than they are on those that can
carry the freight most cheaply straight across the country. One
of those roads may have a valuation of $50,000 a mile, and the
other might have a valuation of $75,000 a mile, but the rates
would have to be the same; and yet it is impossible for any-
body to make railroad rates without taking into consideration
the value of the railroad property. We have reached the point
under legislation where the courts have very little to say and
the railroads not very much to say in reference to the rates. It
is left to the Interstate Commerce Commission. Railroads can
propose rates. The Interstate Commerce Commission deter-
mines the rate, and under the existing law they determine the
rate in a way that usually can not be overturned by the courts.
Well, it is a great problem to fix the railroad rates throughout
the United States with the enormous value of freight that is
carried by the roads. It strikes at the industrial prosperity of
every portion of the country, and may affect the bankruptcy or
profit of every industry and every business man, and hence it
probably is desirable to give to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission all of the information which can be obtained which
may influence the fixing of railroad rates. We have commenced
the valuation of railroad property. I think it is highly de-
sirable that we complete the valuation of railroad property as
rapidly as possible. Gentlemen are in error who think that if
the valuation be not completed for 10 years that it will then be
obsolete and out of date, because under this law they are
required to keep up to date the valuation of every railroad
which they have previously valued.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. I will take two more minutes. The term has
been frequently referred to in the debate, “ physical valuation
of railroad property.” That is not the language of the law.
The languago of the law is that they shall value all the
property of the railroads. Now, whether the franchise is
property or not I do not undertake to say. It may be that
it is. If it be property, it is to be valued by this commission.
Every item which is property is to be valued by the commis-
sion, and if franchises are property, then they are to be valued

separately, so that the commission can or not, as they please,
take that into consideration in determining the rate. The law
is so drawn that those things will not be confusing, and hence
in my judgment it would be very imadvisable, having com-
menced this work, having organized a force to carry it on,
having found the need of the valuation of railroad property in
a determination by the Interstate Commerce Commission of
freight and passenger rates throughout the United States, it
would be very inadvisable at this time to give this commission
any less money than it can properly use during the next fiscal
year, The sooner the work is completed the better, in my
judgment. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this debate has taken
a very wide range, I have listened with considerable interest
to gentlemen as they have traversed practically the entire
field in reference to the physical valuation of railroads. The
committee should not lose sight of the fact that two questions
are pending before the committee for its determination—one,
whether any appropriation shall be made to continue the work
of the physical valuation of railroads, and the other whether
the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations for
$3,000,000 should be modified by substituting therefor $1,000,000.
Before I discuss the propriety of appropriating $3,000,000 I
wish to revert to some statements made earlier in the debate
which seem now to have floated off on the tide with a lot of
the other flotsam and jetsam that is usually injected into
debates in this Honse.

The matter to which I wish to refer briefly was the sugges-
tion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] that the Interstate
Commerce Commission has been coerced by the President of the
United States in the recent rulings in proceedings pending be-
fore the commission. I know of no more serious offense on the
part of the Executive or on the part of members of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission than that suggested by the gentle-
man from Iowa. If the President of the United States has used
his great power and influence to coerce the Interstate Commerce
Commission into a decision which was not justified by the evi-
dence upon which the commission would act, then the President
should be impeached. If the Interstate Commerce Commission
has been guilty of reaching a determination in a proceeding be-
fore it for the purpose of increasing railroad rates, and that de-
cision has not been reached through the honest conviction of the
commissioners upon the evidence, but rather through the per-
suesive or coercive powers of the Chief Executive of the country,
the commissioners have demonstirated their full ineapacity for
their positions, and they should be impeached and removed from
office. If I believed that either the President or the Interstate
Commerce Commission were guilty of the offense alleged by the
gentleman from Iowa, and if I had the slightest proof to justify
that belief, I would think that I was under the compulsion of
the highest obligation resting upon me as a Member of this
House to move the impeachment of whichever officials had been
guilty of this conduct. If I did not have sufficient proof to
justify such a belief, I would not utter idle and unwarranted
statements regarding their conduct. Nothing harms our entire
system of government more than loose, unfounded, unsupported,
and unjustifiable charges against those oceupying high places in
public service, and it is particularly incumbent upon members
of a coordinate branch of the Government to be particularly
careful not to indulge in statements which, if not direct charges,
ean only be construed as such charges against high officials, un-
less their statements are supported by evidence which will
appeal to reasonable men as sufficient to justify such conclusions.

No one, of course, seriously believes that the President has
attempted to coerce or persuade the Members of the Interstate
Commerce Commission to render any decision upon any question
pending before it in a way that the evidence does not justify.
Not only has the President not attempted to use any influence
he may possess to persuade the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion not to render or to render a decision not justifiable by
the evidence, but I will hazard the opinion that the President
has not attempted to influence the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission upon any question whatever; that he has permitted
that commission to perform its duties and discharge the func-
tions devolving upon it under the law without any attempt
whatever to suggest or interfere with them in their work. It
might be well to recall, Mr. Chairman, in connection with what
has been said, if I remember correctly, that the application of
the eastern railroads, as the matter is commonly designated,
for an increase of rates had been pending for a very consider-
able time—my recollection is several years, although I may be
mistaken—and a decision had been filed for a very considerable
time; but after it was handed down another petition was
submitted by those railroads, and evidence of conditions which
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did not exist at the time the original application was offered
and submitted, and upon this additional evidence the com-
mission rendered the decision of which complaint is made. So
far as my observation goes, there was not any universal out-
cry or criticism of the commission for its action in granting the
request of the railroads. On the contrary, it seemed to meet
with the approbation of the people of the country. I am not
sufliciently informed ag to the facts to express an opinion upon
the merits of the matter, and I would be content to acquiesce
in the determination of the commission at this time. Now,
this bill carries an appropriation of $3,000,000 to enable the
Interstate Commerce Commission to carry out the work pro-
viding for a physical valuation of the railroads of the country.

When it was first proposed that this work be undertaken,
statements were made before the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce of the House to the effect that it could be
completed for about $3,000,000 and be finished within three or
four years. Later the statement was made that it would prob-
ably take $6,000,000 and probably occupy five years. After
the hill was enacted into law, the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion submitted estimates of the moneys required to carry on
the work; and Commissioner Prouty, who had been designated
to make an exhaustive investigation of the subject and to out-
line the program to be followed by the commission, presented
his views of what the cost would be. He reached the conclu-
sion that it would cost the United States at least $12,000,000,
and in all probability the cost might be between $12,000,000
and $20,000,000. He stated that the Congress should not
initiate the work if it was mot prepared to spend at least

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will

Mr. COOPER. According to my mathematics, if it would cost
£25.000,000 to value §£20,000,000,000, the alleged value of the rail-
road property, that would be only a little over a tenth of 1 per
cent,

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not discussing that phase of it.

I want to point out what the situation was when Congress
started this work—the information the Congress had. This
information that was furnished to the Committee on Appro-
priations by Judge Prouty was stated by me upon the floor
when the first or second appropriation was made. The first
appropriation was $100,000, in the deficiency act of 1918. And
then we appropriated $300,000 when $1,500,000 was requested;
and then we appropriated $2,000,000 when $2,000,000 was re-
quested. Now we are asked to appropriate $3,000,000, and we
made this recommendation; but before we had expended any
considerable sum of money the House was informed that, in
the opinion of the men best qualified to judge, this valuation
work, if undertaken, would have cost at least $12,000,000, and
the cost within reasonable probabilities might reach $20,000,000;
and he and myself informally agreed that it was more likely
to reach $20,000,000. But those facts were stated to the House,
so that the Members when voting to commence the work would
have a full knowledge and understanding of what it was be-
lieved the work would cost if it were begun; and the work was
begun by the appropriations, and the organization that was
necessary to do the work was outlined and perfected, and the
work has been carried on. Now it has reached the point where
the organization has been perfected and the work is being car-
ried on.

Mr, MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield.

Mr. MANN. Somebody stated a while ago that in the hear-
ings Judge Prouty said that if the law was to be carried out
according to its terms, valuing each piece of property sepa-
rately, it would cost about twice what is now contemplated. Is
that true?

Mr. FITZGERALD. That arose in this way: The law re-
quires separate valuation upon each parcel of property of the
railroad companies, if I recall correctly.

Mr. MANN. That is the term used. Just what does it mean?

Mr. FITZGERALD. For instance, the railroad is running
through a stretch of open country. Judge Prouty’s opinion is
that it is easy to ascertain the value of an acre of land—an aver-
age value—and then take the entire holdings of the railroad
right through a stretch of country, where youn can fix an average
price and put the value on it.

Mr. MANN. I think that is all the law contemplates.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Some persons contend, however, that
instead of doing that the commission must take each parcel as

it was acquired in the condemnation proceedings and fix a
separate value on that particular parcel, and if that pelicy were
adopted it would increase immensely the work of valuation.
But Judge Prouty expressed the opinion that when the com-
mission had this matter placed before it and understood the
situation exactly, it would very likely determine on the plan
that he believed should be followed—that is, that the taking
of the average acre value of land through a stretch of country
and applying it was the proper and correct procedure to follow,
and that the other method would be so impracticable and so
unnecessarily time consuming and expensive it would not be
expected to be followed.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will notify the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] that he has occupied 15 minutes.
He has 15 minutes remaining.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask the Chair to notify me when
I have used five minutes more. That is all I want to use.

The organization has been perfected and there are parties out
and work is going on. There is a certain overhead expense in
connection with this work which will go on regardless of the
speed with which other parts of the work is undertaken.

Now, the larger the force that is put in the field and that can
be worked without increasing the overhead cost the cheaper this
work will be done in the long run, and, secondly, the more
quickly the work is completed, if it is to be completed, the more
useful and beneficial the results will be. Now, unless the work
is to be abandoned entirely, then it is the part of wisdom to
conduct it as rapidly as it possibly can be conducted, because
by so doing two things will be accomplished—the total cost
will be reduced and the results will be more current and can be
utilized to more advantage.

Now, that is the situation, Mr. Chairman. Congress passed
the law in response to a great public sentiment. There was some
difference of opinion about the advisability of enacting the law.
After the law was enacted and the work was initiated, before
any considerable sum of money had been expended, Congress was
informed as to the probable cost. Two million four hundred
thousand dollars have been appropriated and largely expended
in the work. In my opinion, having gone so far, the country
expects this work to be completed. It should settle some very
important questions of vital interest to the people of the United
States, and since it is under way and since it is desirable to
complete it, I believe it should be completed as rapidly as it
is possible to carry on the work. The Interstate Commerce Com-
mission suggested that $3,000,000 be appropriated at this time.
Judge Prouty thinks that perhaps more money than $3,000,000
can be used. I believe that we should keep the commission sup-
plied with sufficient funds to enable the work to be carried to
completion as speedily as possible, and once the work is done,
to enable the solution of a number of guestions troublesome both
to Congress and to the people using public facilities generally.
I am opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, Giurerr] to strike this appropriation from the bill.
I am opposed to the amendment of my colleague from New York
[Mr, Levy] to reduce the appropriation; and I am opposed to
placing a limitation upon the commission as to the time within
which the work is to be completed.

The commission is anxious to complete it as speedily as pos-
sible. I would not embarrass the commission by compelling it
to attempt to complete the work within a definite period, unless
the commission itself is prepared to say it can be done within
that period.

More than that, Mr. Chairman, the law contemplates that
after the work of making the contemplated valuation is com-
pleted, the information shall be kept current by constantly
continuing investigations and accountings, so that the valua-
tion will not be obsolete in a certain time, but will be kept
current and available for use at all times. And if that is to
be done, then the work will never in effect be completed. The
great bulk of the work will be done, but certain moneys must
be expended every year in order to keep the valuations current.
I hope both amendments will be defeated.

Mr. MANN. I yleld the rest of my time to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Grirerr].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who have op-
posed this amendment have in the main followed one of two
lines. They have either adopted the policy which one of the
professors at the law school told us as students, “ When you
have a bad case, attack the counsel on the other side,” or else
they have indulged in mere praise of the usefulness of apprais-
ing the value of railroads. Now, at the very outset I admitted
the value of that. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
CooPrERr], to be sure, tried to extort or distort from what I had



3500

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 10,

said the intimation that I did not approve it. I recognize that
it is valuable. I do not see how anyone can question that in
framing rates it would help the Interstate Commerce Comimis-
gion to know the valuation. But when we are deciding upon
whether we will expend money in private life we always con-
sider what we are going to get for it, and whether the amount
of money we are going to spend will be compensated by the
value of what we are getting. And so it seems to me in this
case, admitting as everybody must, that it is valuable to know
what these railroads cost and what they are worth, yet that
value may be acquired at a greater expense than will be com-
pensated by the resulf.

You can not say it is so valuable that we should have it, no
matter what it may cost. And, moreover, when we are pur-
chasing a thing we also consider the state of our pocketbook.
And to-day, in determining how much we will spend, it seems to
me we ought to consider what we have in the Treasury. When
we first passed this law we had no idea it was going to cost any
such sum as we are told to-day it will cost. Obviously, by what
Judge Prouty told us at this session, it is going to cost at least
$20,000,000 to make the valuation, and at the present rate that
the Interstate Commerce Commission suggests that it should
g0 on, we are not going to get it in less than 8 or 10 years from
now. So the postponement of one year is not a very serious
proposition. And then, in addition to that, as the gentleman says,
if we are going to carry out the purposes of the law and find
valuations, there is an additional expense of $15,000,000. And
then, if they are to add what the gentleman from Illinois says
they ought to do, and keep their valuations current all the time
as they go along, that is going to cost another vast sum. And
then there is the additional sum which it is costing the railroads.

So it seems to me that the mere fact that this is of great
value, as every one must admit, is not necessarily conclusive
that we should make the appropriation for it at this time. And
the one argument on which I base my motion, and on which I
stand now, is that the Treasury of the United States at the
present time forbids us to appropriate for anything except neces-
sities. As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has pointed
out, this is not a necessity. Valuation is not even the most im-
portant element in determining rates. Between here and New
York there are two-lines of railroad—the Baltimore & Ohio and
the Pennsylvania. One may have cost twice as much as the
other, but when you know the cost of them you are not going
to determine the rates upon that alone. For the next eight years
we have got to get along in fixing rates without this valuation;
we are doing it now; and, to my mind, the Treasury, owing to
the cirecumstances which I have explained before, is not in a
condition to allow the United States to spend anything except
for necessities. I believe this is not a necessity, but a luxury,
which can be postponed one year. I will admit that if it is
stopped now I do not believe it will begin next year again, be-
cause I do not believe that side of the House will provide us
sufficient revenue the following year to enable us to indulge our-
selves in luxuries. We will Lave to await another administra-
tion for that. But it seems to me here is an expense which we
can defer. Therefore on account of the condition of our finances
we ought to postpone it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman used five minutes,

Mr. MANN. I waive the remainder of the time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman waives his time. The
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] is recognized for
10 minutes,

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GiLLErT] has a very peculiar idea of the duty of
Congress at this time. I commend his newly awakened zeal
in the interest of economy, and I only hope it may prove con-
tagious on that side of the House. But I think the manly
thing to do in connection with this particular approprintion
is either to repeal the law, on the ground that we do not believe
in doing the work that the law provides shall be done, or else
make the requisite appropriation for doing it in decency and
in order, and not undertake to kill by indirection what has been
the expressed will of Congress.

When we passed the bill I had no delusions as to the cost of
this work. I think the hearings first had by the committee
after the law was enacted will show that I then stated that the
cost would run very, very much greater than had been origi-
nally estimated. And I think men who had thought at all
about the matter were of that opinion. But I have not yet con-
. vinced myself that the work is not worth doing, and I certainly
do not believe that this House would be warranted in refusing
the appropriation to continue it without having first considered
the basic proposition whether they desire the law which directs
it to be done kept on the statute books,

But I did not arise, Mr. Chairman, to speak entirely of that
phase of the guestion. The debate has taken a wide range this
morning, and some things have been said that make me desire
to say some words in response.

I have served in this body 12 years. I believe I have as high
a respect for the dignity of Congress as any man can have.
There is nothing that will serve to increase the respect in which
the Congress of the United States is held by the people of
America that I will not gladly promote. But during these 12
years I have been impressed with the fact that there are con-
stant criticisms of the Executive by Members in this body and
constant expressions of the deeline of this body because of what
men are pleased to call the usurpations of the Executive:

I believe that a reading of history will show that there has
never been a strong President of the United States, one who
had and maintained the confidence and affection of the people
of Amerieca, that has not been constantly assailed on tlie ground
of executive usurpation. Read over the history of illustrious
men who have occupied the White House and you will find
those who are held in the dearest memory by the people of
America are those who were of a positive character, men who
had the courage of their convictions and who properly used
their high office to carry out those convictions,

The power of the President of the United States to do good
is limited only by his ability. The power of the President of
the United States to do evil is almost negligible. Let any man,
an occupant of the White House, lose the confidence of the
people of America, no matter what he may endeavor to do in
the way of usurpation or otherwise, his ability to accomplish
becomes absolutely negligible. We need only to refer back very
briefly in order to have a striking illustration of that fact.

I am somewliat amused by gentlemen who sat silent in other
days now undertaking to inveigh against the present President of
the United States because of what they assume is execufive
usurpation on his part. Let me say this to you: I believe that
when any man in the House of Representatives or in the Senate
of the United States can be controlled against his deliberate
judgment as to his duty touching matters within the field of
his obligations it is a good thing for the eountry when such a
man is controlled. In other words, any man so lacking in cour-
age, so lacking in stamina, that he is willing to surrender his
real convictions upon matters is a man whose judgment is of so
little value that he needs to be led, and when he is led it is in
the interest of the people of America.

Statements are constantly made here that have no founda-
tion in fact—the statement which was made by the gentleman
from Iowa, touching the control of the Interstate Commerce
Commission, and then the gentleman from Wyoming undertak-
ing to say that, while he had no evidence, he had sufficient
ideas as to the character and personality of the President of
the United States to have his own conclugion that there had
been influence upon that distinguished body, the Interstate
Commerce Commission, are, to my mind, wholly unwarranted.
The President of the United States may or may not have ex-
pressed an opinion touching the rates, and whether they were
too low or too high. If he did, he was well within his rights.
But there is no man with any consideration for honesty of ex-
pression who is willing to say that there was wrongful influ-
ence brought upon that commission by the President of the
United States or by anybody else. This country had an agita-
tion for months as to whether or not there should or should
not be an increase in rates. Testimony had been adduced, and
outside of that testimony there had been many articles written
and much said in the public prints and elsewhere; and yet, so
far as any man knows or has any right to say, that case was
heard upon its merits and decided upon its merits, The fact
that the commission saw fit to review its previous action no
more justifies a criticism being leveled at it than it would if
any court reversed its former decision.

I am not at all fearful of the domination of the Executive in
America. I am not at all fearful of the decline of the Con-
gress of the United States as an institution. Individual Con-
gresses may decline or may not, according to the personality of
the men that make up the body, but the Congress of the United
States will be respected in just the proportion that the action
of the Members in this body cause it to be entitled to respect,
I repeat that I have nothing but contempt for the man who on
the floor or in the cloakroom talks about Congress being over-
awed by the Executive and that he is forced to do something
against his will. Whenever the time comes when I feel that
I have not courage enough to express my own judgment on mat-
ters properly coming before me and that I am willing to sur-
render to the dietation of some one else, then I shall hope to
have at least enough remaining courage to resign and let some
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man with real red blood in his veins take my place in the Con-
gress of the United States.

I think this Congress would do itself infinitely more credit if
it were careful of its own action, to see to it that its own ac-
tion was always such as to meet the approval of the people, in-
stead of undertaking to go out of its way in criticism of the
executive branch of the Government. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky
has expired. All time has expired on the pending paragraph
and amendments thereto. The amendment of the gentleman
from New York having been withdrawn, the Clerk will report
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike oat the paragraph beginning on line 8, page 49, down to the
end of line 21,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 0

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Bryan) there were—ayes 13, noes 89.

So the amendment was lost.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to insert
quotation marks after the word * securities " in line 15, page 49.
It is the description of an act, and the quotation marks are left
out by mistake.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment sug-
gested by the gentleman from Illinois.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, I call up my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood the gentleman from
New York to withdraw his amendment.

Mr. LEVY. I withdrew it so as to permit a vote on the other
amendment. I desire to offer the amendment again.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out line 21, on page 49, and insert In lieu thereof the follow-
ing: * $1,000,000, and said valuation shall be completed within four
years,"”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
LEevy) there were—ayes 2, noes 57.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment,
which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bitrike out lines 8 to 21, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the fol-
owing :

“ Valuation of property of carriers: The Interstate Commerce Com-
mission is hereby directed to advertise for bids from financial experts
for the pu of carrying out the objects of the act providing for a
yaluation of the several classes of property of carriers subject to the
act to regulate commerce and amendments thereto, and to secure in-
formation concerning their stocks, bonds, and other securities, and to
award the contract to the lowest bidder. Said valuation shall be com-
pleted within four years and shall not exceed $5,197,000; and to
enable said commission to carry out the provisions of this on there
js hereby appropriated $1,000,000, . All laws or parts of laws incon-
sistent with this section are hereby repedled.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make thé peint of order that
that is new legislation,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and
the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For all authorized expenditures under the provisions of the act of
February 17, 1911, * To %romote the safety of employees and travelers
upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate
commerce to equip their locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and
appurtenances thereto,” including such stenographic and clerical help
to the chief inspector and his two assistants as the Interstate Com-
merce Commission may deem neeessary, and for per diem in lien of
subsistence when allowed pursuant to section 13 of the sundry eivil
appropriation act approved August 1, 1914, $220,000,

Mr. BROWNING, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. There has been quite a discussion going on in this
country, especially in the newspapers, on account of the incident
of a British merchant ship raising the American flag. This
morning I am in receipt of a letter from one of my constituents,
who was a lieutenant in the United States Navy during the
Spanish-American War. The information contained in that let-
ter is so important that I feel that every Member of the House,
as well as the people of the United States, will be interested in
knowing what he has to say. I therefore send the letter to the
desk and ask that it be read in my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read the letter, as follows:

New Yorgk, February 9, 1915,

DeAR Mg, BRowNiNG: As I am a voter in your distriet, I thought the
following wounld interest you:
. _During the War with Spain I was the senior watch officer of the
U. 5. 8. Resolute. We were on the blockade off Santiago in the early
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part of the war, and were ordered to Tampa to load ammunition for
Admiral Sam‘gson g fleet. We rounded Cape Maysi and steamed to the
westward. e could see the semaﬁhores of the blockhouses along the
coast slgnalinF our approach, as there was at that time no telegraph
lines, the cable being cut. The late Rear Admiral Eaton (then Capt.
Eaton) was in command of the ship, and to deceive the Spaniards we
holsted the British naval ensign and sailed under it all day. We were
only armed with four 6-pounder rapid-fire guns, and we knew there
were several Spanish torpedo gunboats on the coast. Sure enough, in
spite of our war ruse, we were attacked by three small Spanish torpedo
gunboats in the Bakama Channel just at nightfall, and only escaped by
superior speed. We brought the news of the attack to Tampa and were
corroborated by HRear Admiral Suotherland (then Lient. Sutherland).
This news kept the troops in the transports at Tampa back three ﬂnFs.
until it was known that there were no larger vessels in the Spanish
squadron. (This was the so-called phantom fleet.)

I afterwards, at the close of the war, saw the three torpedo boats in
Habana Harbor, when we took the Evacuation Commission to Habana
in the Resolute. So we have used the British flag as a ruse of war, and
it was perfectly legitimate.

incerely, CHAS. 8. BrapDOCK, Jr.,
Late Lieutenant, United States Navy.

Home address: Haddonfield, Camden County, N. J.
The Clerk read as follows:

The space now occupied by the Bureau of Corporations in the build-
ing rented for use of the Department of Commerce is transferred to and
for the accommodation of the Federal Trade Commission, and the Secre-
tary of Commerce is directed to transfer to said commission any addi-
tional rooms or space in sald building that may be required for its use.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on
the paragraph. That paragraph directs the Secretary of Com-
merce to transfer to the Trade Commission any additional rooms
or space which that commission may require, practically, for its
use. Is it not sufficienit to say *“ authorized "?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The committee thought that the word
“directed ” was the better word to use. It is intended for one
year only. The committee intends to look into the matter.

Mr. MANN. I do not know who would decide what would be
required, but the Federal Trade Commission might have the
swelled head, as most commissions do that are created, and they
might want a great deal more space than could properly be
given to them, -

- gf. EITZGERALD' There would not be any danger of that,
ink.

Mr. MANN. Very well; I will not raise the question.

Mr. FITZGERALD, The committee intends to inquire into
the matter.

Mr. MANN. But you can not inquire into it after it becomes
a law.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it not a fact that all of the present
space in the Commerce Building is now occupied, and if they
wish larger quarters would they not crowd out some of the
others?

Mr. FITZGERALD. That was the idea at first, but the com-
mittee is of the opinion that there is much more space than is
really required, We will take that up later.

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. STAFFORD. How is the committee going to take it up
later?

Mr, FITZGERALD. The committee intends to take the mat-
ter up before this bill becomes a law.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I wish again to say a word to
call the attention of the House to the location of the Depart-
ment of Commerce on Pennsylvania Avenue at Nineteenth
Street NW., in rented quarters, notwithstanding the fact that
the Government of the United States has for years owned a site
that was purchased expressly for the purpose of erecting upon
it a building for the Department of Commerce. Although we
own that beautiful site facing the park south of the Treasury,
suddenly a 10-year lease is executed by which the Government
rents a building at the corner of the Avenue and Nineteenth
Street for this department and leaves that site vacant. I call
attention also to the site where it is proposed to locate the new
Interior Department, a department visited more frequently by
Senators and Representatives on public business than is any
other department—two or three blocks the other side of the
State, War, and Navy Building, on F' Street—alone, isolated,
awkward to reach, not related at all to any other Government
building, and not in accordance with the plans for the improve-
ment of the city of Washington.

These buildings all ought to have been located in accord-
ance with the plan for the improvement of Washington, be-
cause unless we do locate these buildings in accordance with
that plan, it will be said, whether justly or not, that there is
real estate speculation and graft in the location of public build-
ings at these outlandishly inconvenient places. People will not
be apt in any other way to account for the location of these
buildings. I have never been able to ascertain why we should
take a 10-year lease on a privately constructed building at the
corner of Nineteenth Street and the Avenue, where nobody ever
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dreamed a departmental building would be located, when we
had a site on which to put the structure a great deal better
located and much more convenient, facing a park, Of course I
withdraw the amendment; I only desired to call attention to
something which it is time to stop.

The Clerk read as follows:

Estimates in detail for all expenditures under the Federal Trade
Commission for the fiseal year 1917, and annually thereafter, shall be
gubmitted to Congress in the annual Book of Estimates. !

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Mr, Chairman, in renting buildings in the District
of Columbia it must be remembered that the rent would depend
very much upon the location of the building. If the building is
located in a business section, the rate per square foot is very
much higher than if it were located outside of the business sec-
tion. The aunthorization for the three buildings referred to by
the gentleman from Wisconsin provided a building for the
Department of State, a building for the Department of Justice,
and a building for the Department of Commerce and Labor.
The law has not been changed so as to permit the construction
of a separate building for the Department of Commerce. One
reason, perhaps, why these buildings have not been advanced
as rapidly as the gentleman would desire is the character of
the plans of the buildings. A few years ago it came to the
attention of the Committee on Appropriations that plans had
been drawn for the Department of State building. They had
been approved by the Secretary of State. The plans included
provisions for a great banguet hall, suites of living apartments,
and a kitchen and serving room. An investigation disclosed
that some one had come to the conclusion that if the repre-
sentatives of royalty or distinguished members of noble families
of other countries should visit this country it would be highly
improper to have them contaminated by that association with
the ordinary American citizen which would result from provid-
ing accommodations for them in some hotel in the city of Wash-
ington. It was proposed to have several royal or regal suites
in that building for the Department of State, so that when a
representative of some virile or effete monarchy of Europe came
to this country with his train or suite or entourage, instead of
being provided with accommodations at one of the more or less
palatial hostelries in the city of Washington every precaution
would be taken to avoid the contamination that might result
from coming in contact with the democracy of America, and
he and his suite would be escorted with great pomp and in-
stalled during his more or less lengthy sojourn in Washington
in these palatial and sumptous quarters in the Department of
State building.

Mr, COOPER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. FITZGERALD. In just a moment. I was somewhat
surprised when this information was divulged. I almost said
it was somewhat shocking to me, but I have reached that point
in legislative life when it would be difficult for any action of
certain officials in the executive departments to shock me. When
I thought of what might happen to Members of the legislative
body who would have acquiesced in such a scheme and appro-
priated money for these quarters and thereby put their ap-
proval upon such a proposition—that it might in some way
harm or injure the representative of royalty or the distinguished
scion of some of the noble families of the old and effete world
to rub elbows with an ordinary democratic citizen who had the
means of permanently sojourning at one of these hotels or had
that independence of spirit that would permit him merely to
pass through one of them—I thought that there was little likeli-
hood of Congress approving such plans. Such a protest was
made that the scheme was abandoned.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask for one minute,

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say that while the plans came to
the committee, they never got any further. I could very easily
picture what would have happened to any committee that
brought a bill in here for the erection of a public building in
which were the facilities T have outlined. In my opinion we
Iad better use public funds in paying rent for distinctly office
buildings, where, even if the temptation existed, an invitation
that these distinguished personages should be housed there
during their stay in Washington, would be refused.

Mr. COOPER. AMr. Chairman, the committee will observe
that the distinguished gentleman from New York failed to refer
to the rented building at the Avenue and Nineteenth Street now
occupied by the Department of Commerce, but talked about an
nlleged plan for a building for the Department of State, a sub-
ject that had not even been touched upon during this discussion.
He will not pretend that there were dining-room facilities or
any other facilities provided for the “sclons of effete monarchy,”

as he termed them, in the plans made for the Department off
Commerce Building which it was proposed to erect facing the
park on Fifteenth Street near Pennsylvania Avenue,

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; if the gentleman will permit, that
was a building for the Department of Commerce and Labor.

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman said the Department of State.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was speaking about the Department of
State Building, but the other building was for the Department
of Commerce and Labor; and since that time that department
has been divided and two departments ereated, and Congress
has never determined which of the two departments ig entitled
to the building that was authorized.

Mr. COOPER. Oh, well, Congress will have ample time to
decide which department shall have it, because there is a 10-
year lease of the building at the corner of the Avenue and
Nineteenth Street. It will be years before Congress will have
an opportunity to decide that. The 10-year lease of that build-
ing in that out-of-the-way place postpones the decision in-
definitely. That is a chief point in this controversy. As to the
hall of which the genileman speaks in the proposed Depart-
ment of State building, I know nothing; but have heard that
it was intended to be used for international conferences and
arbitrations, it belng thought that the United States of Amer-
ica—the greatest Republic the world has ever known—would
be the ideal country and the city of Washington the ideal place
in which to hold such meetings of representatives of the
nations,

I believe it was thought also that possibly some of the money
annually appropriated to the State Department for the care
and entertaining of distinguished visitors from abroad might
well be used for such purpose in a building that would itself
be in keeping with the dignity of the Government. I am sure
that the gentleman from New York is mistaken in saying, as
he did say, that the proposed building was to be so constructed
in order to prevent the scions of royalty from rubbing elbows
with those whom the gentleman called * common Democrats,”
a description that, of course, includes my friend from New
York, who, I assume, is proud to call himself a *“common
Democrat.”

. Mr, FITZGERALD. I am not any special kind of a Demo-
crat. I am just a Democrat.

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman would not want to be called
an uncommon Demoecrat?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; just a Democrat; neither a reae-
tionary, common or uncommon, ordinary or extraordinary, good
or bad. I am just a Democrat.

Mr. BROCKSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. COOPER. Yes.

Mr. BROCKSON. Did the Government contract for the lease
of property at Pennsylvania Avenue and Nineteenth Street for
quarters for the Department of Commerce—

Mr. COOPER. It did.

Mr., BROOKSON. Before the building was constructed or
afterwards?

Mr, COOPER. I anderstand that the lease was contracted
for before the building was started. Secretary Nagel managed
it, and now the department is out there.

Mr. FITZGERALD. He got authority to make the contract
before the building would be built.

Mr. COOPER. Exactly; and that is the kind of Government
contract making which Congress ought to stop just as soon as it
is possible to stop it. Had the proposition for that long lease been
fully, clearly presented to the Members of the House, it would
have been overwhelmingly defeated, for nobody then would have
thought of loeating a great Government department away out ag
Nineteenth Street.

Mr. FITZGERALD. All the information was before Congress.

Mr. COOPER. I knew nothing about it until all was done.
I hear the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pace] saying
that we ought to be onto the job. If the gentleman was on the
job and did not protest against locating a department in that
remote place, he ought to apologize to the House.

Mr. PAGE of North Carolina. The genfleman from North
Carolina did know it. He has been, I think, in the Bureaun of
Commerce one time since they went into that building. I have
many other things to occupy my time rather than spending it in
these department buildings.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin has expired.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous consent for
three minutes more,

The CHATRMAN (Mr. HAY).

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER. To make a bad matter worse, the proposed
new building for the Department of the Interior is to be put
on I Street, two or three blocks west of the State, War, and

Is there objection?
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Navy Building. And yet it is the department most frequently
visited by Members on public business. Does any gentleman
believe that if the Members of the House had been fully in-
formed and had their attention called specifically to it as an
original, independent proposition, they would ever have voted to
locate the great Interior Department in that hidden, out-of-the-
way place? Here at my left is a gentleman who answers, “ No;
never.” Of course not. But the provision was well toward the
end of a long bill, as I found by hunting it up, and it went
through. Here is another gentleman who says that he knew
nothing whatever about it. I do not think 5 per cent of the
House knew that anybody had even suggested that absurd
location.

Mr. FITZGERALD. T have said that very few Members know
what is in the bill except the items in which they are inter-
ested. They do not care about anything as long as they get
what they want.

Mr. COOPER. The public buildings should be located with
the view to the convenience of the public and the convenience
of the Senate and the House, whose membership have fre-
quently to visit them on business for their constituents. More-
over, they should be located in accordance with the plan for
the improvement of the city of Washington, so that they will
not only serve the public convenience and interests, but also
help to make the city what it ought to be, a handsome national
capital. But to take these great department buildings and put
them off in out-of-the-way, unseen localities, without any ref-
erence to each other, will entirely prevent an orderly carrying
out of the plan for the improvement of the city. And especially
will it prevent a rebuilding of the south side of Pennsylvania
Avenue. We hear it frequently said that Pennsylvania Avenue
is the handsomest street in the counfry. It is not. A large
portion of it is far from handsome, far from worthy to be a
part of the great thoroughfare between the White House and
the Capitol of the Nation. Two-thirds of its distance there is
practically nothing about it to commend except its width. That
is all. Junk shops, auction houses, old, tumble-down buildings,
secondhand stores, hand-me-downs of all kinds! And it will
never be improved as it ought to be improved if Congress is
to locate the Government buildings, as it is now proposed to
locate this new building of the Department of the Interior,
out of sight, in remote, inconvenient, inaccessible places, and
without even the slightest reference to any plan for the im-
provement of the city.

Mr. ESCH. Does my colleague know that there is a picket
fence on the south side of the Avenue between the Capitol and
the nost-office building?

Mr. COOPER. No.,

Mr. ESCH. There is.

Mr., MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from New
York tell what provision is made in this appropriation for print-
ing reports?

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is carried in the printing appro-
priation, $15,000.

Mr. MOORE. That is separate, then, from the appropriation
for the Federal Trade Commission?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Fifteen thousand dollars,

Mr. MOORE. I make that inquiry because we just had an
appropriation for the Industrial Board of Mediation and Con-
ciliation and Commission on Industrial Relations. With respect
to the Commission on Industrial Relations, I understand that
no provision has been made for printing the voluminous reports
that are to be expected from that body, and which has been
having hearings for two and one-half years?

Mr. FITZGERALD. They do not expect to make any volu-
minous reports, [ understand.

Mr, MOORE. What is the purpose of the commission, then?

Mr. FITZGERALD. To make reports and print certain di-
gests of testimony.

Mr. MOORE. Appropriations have been made up to date for
this Industrial Relations Commission approximating $500,000.
That is a prefty large sum for digests of testimony.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The appropriations, all told, aggregate
$350,000, and this makes $450,000.

Mr. MOORE. So long as we are on this subject, will the
gentleman tell us whether in the $100,000 appropriated in this
bill to the Industrial Relations Commission provision is made
for the printing of any reports at all, or will there he?

Mr. FITZGERALD. This provides that they shall do their
printing ount of the appropriation or out of whatever money they
have on hand.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this Industrial Relations Com-
mission was established by law less than three years ago. It
will expire in August next. It was appointed without any spe-
“cial authority under the law, except to inquire as to the differ-
ences between capital and labor, the differences between rich

men and poor men, and $100,000 was given to it for the first
year of its work. When the bill was in the House the present
Secretary of Labor, Mr. Wilson, who fathered it, stated that
the commission was not to have any power to settle contro-
versies, and that its only purpose was to inquire into the differ-
ences existing between capital and labor, and that it would
report to Congress. It has been operating for two and one-half
years, and the appropriations for continuing it have grown
until approximately a half million dollars have been spent to
send this handful of men and one woman into various cities of
this country to drag people from their offices and their work-
shops to tell them what they know; and, although this testi-
mony has been taken stenographically, we find from the testi-
mony of the chairman of the commission before the Committee
on Appropriations that the commission has not printed any re-
ports, that it does not expect to print any reports, and that it
is going to leave it to Congress to find the money to print any-
thing Congress may want of the testimony that has been taken.
Now, the commission having been at work for two and a half
years, going into various cities, being heralded by the news-
papers, and having this testimony taken stenographically, it is
to be presumed that a vast amount of copy has been accumu-
lated: but the chairman of the commission appears before the
Committee on Appropriations and blandly says that it is up to
Congress to do what it pleases—print the testimony or not.

Mr. COX. How have they spent this enormous sum of money,
then?

Mr. MOORE. They have spent it in hiring professors and
assistants and gentlemen familiar with the labor sifuation to
go around the country and work up theories; they have em-
ployed people in various ways, and they have got them on their
staff. They have taken learned men from the colleges—men
who have hobbies—and they have put them at work; and, if
some of the reported utterances of the chairman of this com-
mission are correct, it would appear that the general disposi-
tion is to spend this money in the propagation of ideas and
theories based very largely upon what is known as modern
socialism. The trend has been foward proving the advisability
of Government ownership; and after this vast amount of money
has been spent the chairman of the commission tells the com-
mittee that if Congress wants anything in the way of printed
matter it is at liberty to go ahead and pay for it. I thought
it well to discuss this matter in the presence of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp], as it relates to the new
Trade Commission. Since this seems to be an era of com-
missions, it might be well when appropriations are made in
lump sums for commissions to take testimony and assume fo
gather information for the benefit of Congress, that they save
enough money out of the appropriations allotted to them to
print the necessary reports that Congress anthorizes. "

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion is a different character of body. It is a permanent insti-
tution, and its appropriations will be upon an anunual basis,
and the appropriations for its printing will be made the same
as the appropriations for the printing of all other governmental
establishments—annually—and the appropriation is carried
under the Government Printing Office item, where all other
appropriations for printing should be earried.

Mr. MOORE. When Mr. Walsh, the chairman of the commis-
sion, appeared before the Committee on Appropriations the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, GirLerT] asked him:

Do you mean that out of this $40,000 you do not expect to pay for
the printing of your investigation?

Mr, WALSH., We have not.

Mr. GILLETT. That represents practically the entire usefulness of the
reports, does it not?

]ﬁr. \Warsm, Yes; I supposed that the Congress had some way of
providing for that.

Later on, being pressed by Mr. SHERLEY as to why they .did
not do any printing or did not make any reservation for print-
ing these reports, Mr. Walsh said:

1 am perfectly willing to tell it to you now. I thought the Congress
had the entire option, and I thought I was allowing them to exercise
that option very freely.

He thought he was “allowing” Congress-to exercise the op-
tion freely of spending whatever money it was desired to
gpend to print the reports after the commission had taken the

testimony.

A little while later Mr. Walsh said, under pressure from the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]:

If that was my duty, Mr, SHERLEY, I have been very remiss In it
because, while I am prepared to tell you what we have and what ought
to be printed, I have never contemplated the idea of having estimates
made as to the cost of the printing.

A little later on the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]
said :

And how could we lproeeed on any other theory? I am surprised that
it etolgld be concelvable that it was not necessary to give us that infor-
mation. .
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0& $500,000 Tndustrial Commission, through Mr. Walsh, an-
swered :

Here is exactly what I thonght about it: I su —in fact, it had
been stated to me; I have had no previous ence with the Govern-
ment and have not, of course, served in Congress and have not followed
such matters, because Mr. BorLaxDp, who is sitting there, bas naturally
kept all the rest of us out of Congress. My idea was this, that if you
wanted anything printed there was some way of having it ordered
fnrlnted In Congress, so that we did not have to take cognizance of it

our appropriations.

A little later on Mr. Walsh suggests that the job was a very
interesting one. Being pressed again by the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Giierr], who said—

- You might just as well finish April 1, or to-morrow, or 10 years from
owW—

Mr. Walsh answered :

Yes; the people who gromoted this legislation just arbitrarily con-
cluded that the job would take three years. You could go on with the
job for 300 years. It is a constantly changing thing.

Being willing to spend $500,000 of the people's money on
a three years' job, Mr. Walsh says he could go on for 300
years; that the thing is constantly changing.

Then we come down to the point where Mr. Walsh gives one
view that perhaps he might have given earlier—and I think
this is the principal recommendation we are going to get from
the commission

1 think that there ought to be some permanent body on industrial
relations.

What else would a commission recommend that has traveled
about the country for two and a half years at the Government's
expense and been heralded everywhere as investigators on be-
half of the Government, to the extent that John D. Rockefeller
and Andrew Carnegie have fallen at their feet and confessed
the secret of their wealth? - If such a commission could obtain
$500,000 for work like this in three years, why not make it
permanent? But I trust the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations will see the wisdom of inducing such commis-
sions hereafter to save enough money out of their appropriations
to pay for what it is necessary to print for the information of
Congress,

Mr. COOPER. My Chairman, the law under which this
Industrial Commission was appointed was enacted in 1912. It
provides, among other things, section 3, as follows:

That sald commission may report to Congress its findings and recom-
mendations and submit the testimony taken from time to time, and
ghall make a final report, accompanied by the testimony not previously
:g?ﬂm;ttt.ed, not later than three years after the date of the approval of

So by the terms of the law, Mr. Chairman, it was left dis-
cretionary with the commission from time to time to report the
testimony as it might be taken, but at the end of the hearings
all of the testimony not previously reported must be filed with
the final report of the commission. This is not left discretionary
with Mr. Walsh nor with anybody else. I reecall distinctly, as
every gentleman will who was a Member of the House at that
time, the very earnest debate on the bill to create this commis-
sion. The Secretary of Labor, Mr. Wilson, was then a Member
of the IHouse, and strongly advocated the measure. If I may
make a personal reference, I insisted on the provision requiring
the commission to report the testimony. I have not consulted
the report of the debate since that time, but I remember very
well of my saying, in substance, that for Congress and the people
to judge of the value of the recommendations of the commission
it would be necessary for them to know the testimony upon
which the recommendations were based. And if I am not mis-
taken, it was my amendment that was accepted by the present
Secretary of Labor, Mr. Wilson, then a Member from Pennsyl-
vania, which put that provision into the statute.

My, MOORE. Will the gentleman yield?

Alr. COOPER. Yes.

Mr. MOORE. Has the gentleman looked over the testimony
of Mr. Walsh, given before the Committee on Appropriations?

Mr. COOPER. No.
© Mr. MOORE. Mr. Walsh says he does not contemplate the
printing of the testimony—he leaves that to Congress. He does
not contemplate printing the testimony even of the specialists
that have gone out of the colleges to work out these theories.

Mr. COOPER. It may be that Mr. Walsh did not have the
copy of this mandatory law before him when he made that
stntement.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, the law does
not require the commission to submit thelr report and testi-
mony in print. The law does not say the commission shall print
the testimony in advance. I have no doubt that Congress will

rint it.
bt Mr. COOPER. By remarks made here the impression was
created that there will be no way for Congress to know the.

testimony. But if the commission submit a typewritten report
of all the testimony they have taken, Congress will have access
to it and will undoubtedly order it printed. But it would not
be able to learn about the testimony if this mandatory provision
had not been inserted in the law. Of course the commission
will not submit the stenographic notes of the testimony because
Congress could not read them, but they will submit a type-
written report, we will know what is in it, and order it to be
printed.

Now, I do not agree with the eriticisms nor with the innnendo
and sarcasm in the allusions made here to the Commission on
Industrial Relations. I think that commission, while it may
have made some mistakes—its members are human, as we all
are—has been engaged in a work and has carried it out so
thoroughly and well that it will result in great benefit to the
country. [Applause.]

They have taken the testimony of miners, the testimony of
women workers and of girl workers, the testimony of old men
and of young men, poor men and rich men, people engaged in
all of the principal occeupations known to the United States.
They have subjected these witnesses to rigid examination. They
have permitted them to bring in written statements embodying
their respective views and to have these printed in newspapers
and ecirculated broadeast; and I have little doubt that their
report and the accompanying tfestimony will contain the most
suggestive and, in many respects, important statement of facts
and opinions ever submitted to the Congress of the United
States.

The subjects under consideration by the commission are of
the very greatest significance. Never before in the history of the
Republic have conditions begun to crowd as they are now
crowding. The great frontier has all vanished. Men can no
longer relieve congestion in cities by going across invisible
State lines into unoccupied lands in the West. The frontier
has been carried-over the Missouri, over the Rockies to the
golden shores of the Pacific, and now population has commenced
to crowd just as it has long been crowding in the countries of
Europe. The same problems are coming upon us. Human
nature here does not differ from human nature across the sea.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired. X

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for three minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it just thus to
assail a commission which has not yet reported, composed of
men and women of the character, reputation, and ability of
those who compose this industrial commission. There are per-
sons who sneer simply because this commission has been in-
vestigating the conditions existing between capital and labor or
because it dares to inguire into the origin of strikes or because
it has put the widows of miners killed in Colorado on the wit-
ness stand and heard their story. Perhaps these women did
not tell the truth, but they were entitled at least to have their
story heard. They have told it and I have seen no intimation
that anybody who heard them doubted their word. One of
those women swore that she saw a militiaman with a torch in
his hand set fire to the tents which housed the families of
strikers, and another woman swore that in that fire three of
her children were smothered to death. It does no harm to
hear testimony of that kind, for if it be not true its falsity can
be easily demonstrated. But if it be true—

The men who own the mines have also given testimony most
important for us to read.

Others besides the commission have been busy. I received
circulars purporting to give the facts of that strike. They
were written by a man who lives, I believe, in Philadelphia.
He was called by the commission and compelled to admit, and
did admit, that a cireular which he wrote contained falsehoods
which seriously reflected upon some of those men. That ecir-
cular was sent to Representatives in Congress ostensibly for
the purpose of acquainting them with the facts of the strike,
but instead it contained a very harmful falsehood.

It is well enough to let people who can not employ investiga-
tors for themselves have Congress send investigators to learn
and report the facts. This commission had on the stand Mr.
Carnegie, Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. George Perkins, and many others
of the great capitalists of the country. Their testimony was of
extraordinary interest. Congress and the couniry will know

their viewpoint and what they think ought to be done. We
will read with care what they suggest as remedies for our press-
ing and perplexing and troublesome conditions. Allof this infor-
mation ought to come to Congress and go to the country. If
there are ways of remedying conditions, now exceedingly threat-
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ening, it is the part of wisdom for us to have the facts upon
which to base possible remedial legislation. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Benicia Arsenal, Benicla, Cal.: For inereasing facilities for fire pro-
tection, $10,000. L

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 52, line 11, after the figures * $10,000,” insert :

“Tor increasin storagle facilitles, $: p’,OOO: for increasing the water-
supply system, $20,000: In all 355,500. d

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, Gen. Crozier, the Chief of Ord-
nance, appeared before the Committee on Appropriations and
urged that these two items be included in the bill. He said they
were necessary for the protection and for the proper care and
handling of the valuable United States property at the Benicia
Arsenal, but for some reason best known to themselves the
committee ignored his recommendation. It must be borne in
mind that the Benicia Arsenal is a depot of supplies for one-
third of continental United States, and also for Alaska, the
Sandwich Islands, and the Philippine Islands. Last year over
30,000 packages were shipped from the Benicia Arsenal, weigh-
ing in all over 5,000,000 pounds. On October 28, 1912, a fire
occurred at the Benicia Arsenal and destroyed the storehouse.
Since that time we have been unable to do anything to secure
action toward the rehabilitation of the arsenal or the construc-
tion of a new storehouse. Last year at the last session $15,000
was appropriated to put a roof on one story of the old store-
house, but that does not give storage room sufficient to care
for the valuable property that is always on storage at the
Benicia Arsenal. About four years ago Col. Ruggles, who at
that time was the commandant of the Benicia Arsenal, called
the attention of the depariment to the danger from fire in that
storchouse. The building was of stone, but the interior was
finished in wood. It was a tinder box. Col. Ruggles stated
that at any moment a fire might occur that would destroy a
million dollars worth of property belonging to the United States.
He requested that $8,000 be appropriated to install an auto-
matic sprinkler system in the storehouse, but the committee,
as usnal, was economical and refused to appropriate that money
for a sprinkler system.

In about six months afterwards, to be exact, on October 28,
1912, a fire did occur. There was no adequate fire protection,
and $1,622,000 worth of United States property was destroyed.
The storage facilities are not adequate to care for the valuable
property at that arsenal. A great deal of it is exposed to the
weather. We have not sufficient fire protection there. The
water system should be extended, and I thought it was my duty,
not only as a Member of Congress from the third district, but
also as a citizen, to call the attention of Congress to the condi-
tions there, so that if anything should happen and more property
be destroyed because this small amount is not appropriated, no
fault could be attached to me or to the department. I am going
to submit the matter to your judgment. I do not know whether
you will vote for the appropriation for which you ought to vote,
or whether you will stand by the committee, but I hope you will
see the thing from the business man's standpoint, and vote this
small appropriation to give the little additional storage room
and the fire protection asked to protect the United States prop-
erty at the Benicia Arsenal.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, every year the depart-
ment recommends a number of improvements at various plants
and properties of the Government. The committee investigates
them all very thoroughly and endeavors to recommend those
that are imperative from the standpoint of good Government
service. Benicia Arsenal this year recommended $10,000 for
additional fire protection. There is a request for $20,000 to
be added for an additional water supply. They have two reser-
voirs, one of which holds 2,225.000 gallons of water and the
other 250,000 gallons of water, and it is proposed to erect a dam
and in that way obtain another reservoir to be connected up
with the two existing reservoirs. The statement is made that
it is necessary to hold a quantity of water in these reservoirs
during the dry season so as to afford a protection against fire,
but the committee suggested that probably by connecting the
fire mains with the salt water and utilizing the pumps now in-
stalled, or provide some additional pumps, that all the water
necessary for fire protection could be obtained without this
additional dam and reservoir. A few years ago a large store-
house was destroyed at Benicia Arsenal by fire. It is proposed
to reconstruet it, if I recall correectly, to cost about $200,000.
Instead of doing that Congress provided for the utilization of
the storehouse that had not been completely destroyed. Now,
it is proposed to obtain $25,000 for another system of storage.
From the investigation I have made I believe that the useful-

ness of this establishment will not be impaired in the slightest
by a failure to provide these two items proposed by the gentle-
man from California, and as there was a necessity of exercising
some care in the expenditure of public funds during this ses-
sion of Congress these two items were among those which
could be most easily deferred, and I hope that the amendment
will not be agreed to.

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for a few minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, it is true there are two reser-
voirs at the Benicia Arsenal, such as indicated by the gentleman
from New York; but if any Member on this floor imagines that
that is enough water to properly protect from fire and supply
fresh water at Benicia Arsenal and Barracks, covering 339.7
acres of land and scores of buildings, they have another guess
coming to them. When it comes to the proposition of using
salt water for fire protection, it would cost over one-half of the
amount asked for to put in a fresh-water system to provide for
pumping salt water through the maing to be used in case of
fire; and while it is troe that salt water will put out fire just
as well as fresh water, it is also true that salt water destroys
the goods that it soaks. Salt water destroys leather, it de-
stroys clothing, it corrodes and rusts iron and steel, and it
would destroy all the goods that are in these storehouses; so
while you are putting out the fire you are destroying the goods
with the salt water. Now, I do not like to ask for an appro-
priation or an increase of appropriation on account of the con-
dition of the Treasury, but I do not believe that this is money
that can be properly saved to the Government. You are taking
the risk of losing a great deal more property than the amount
of money the appropriation calls for. As a matter of good
business judgment, if it were your own plant, you would ask
that these two items be appropriated. You would expend the
money and use it to protect your own property. Now, that is all
I am asking of this Congress, to protect the property of the
United States and save a loss which may amount to millions
by the expenditure of $45,000. It is up to your judgment, gen-
tlemen.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for g division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 52.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that I may extend and revise my remarks in reference to the
amendment offered a moment ago by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GmrerT].

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, speeches already made are
reasonably convincing, but needlessly make the progressive
vote a factor and place stress upon the popular vote without
emphasizing the fact that Presidents are elected by the States.

The returns of last November's election prove that the next
House is Demoeratic merely because of the Democratic ad-
vantage of unanimity and near unanimity of congressional rep-
resentation in Democratic States and the lack thereof in Repub-
lican States.

They prove, when carefully analyzed, that the fact of a Demo-
cratic majority in the Sixty-fourth Congress is not of the
slightest significance; in other words, that it is fortuitous, or
accidental.

They prove that if last year's election had been presidential
the Electoral College would have contained a Republican ma-
jority over all, regardless of any showing made in the returns
by third parties, such majority ranging from 19 upward.

They show that all the essential States—Connecticut, New
York, New Jersey, Ohio, Illinois—which have always consti-
tuted battle grounds in presidential contests, are irretrievably
lost to the Democratic Party.

I shall include in my remarks a table containing a full list
of safely Republican States with reference to the next presi-
dential election and a Democratic list which will not only con-
tain what may be considered as safely Democratic States but
several doubtful, as well as some which there is good reason to
consider safely Republican States.

I give the electoral and the complete Republican and the
Democratic popular vote in these Republican and Democratic
States, also the congressional representation as between the
same parties. Where there was a senatorial contest in the last
election, I use the vote on that office. Where no Senator was to
be elected, I use the aggregnte vote on Congressmen,

[After a pause.] The
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Table showing political status o-r Rtates with reference to next presi-
dential election.

STATES CLASSED AS REPUBLICAN.

Regresentatinn

Election of 1914. L\:ty-lou.rm

Elec-

Btates, toral | Vote.

vote
Republi- | Demo- | Repub-| Demo-
can. cratic. | lican. | cratic,

7] s ,083 76,081 5

3| C. 22,922 20, 681 1 5
4| 8 47,486 41,266 2
2| 8. 300,661 | 873,403 16 10
13| 8. 205,832 | 167,251 10 1
10 8. 180,323 | 176,920 2 6
18 C. , 840 189,197 12 4
15 C. 218,445 147,262 11 2
[ 12| C. 180, 4 87,305 8 1
New Hampshim 4 8. 42,111 36,382 - 7 P
New Jersey.. 4| C 179,930 | 167,511 8 4
New Mexico.. ol e 23,812 19, T s
8. 639,112 71,419 22 19
8. 48,732 2, Bl
B. 526,115 423,742 13 9
8. 519,830 | 266,436 30 [
G 38,801 35,186 2 1
B. 56, 281 53,128 1 1
C. 36,980 13,685 s
B. 130,479 91,733 4 1
C. 111,387 | 102,223 3 3
C. ,363 17,246 3y i
........ 3,033,007 | 3,107,511 150 68

STATES CLASSED AS DEMOCRATIC,
13| 8 12,320 10
3|8 9,183 1
13| 8. 254,159 3
8 8. 98,728 3
15| 8. ; 11
NN 144,758 9
6| C. 60,318 1
gl 8 ,864 5
18| 8. 257,056 14
4| C. 26,161 2
§l=c: 110,839 3
12| 8. 1095 9
o| 8 11,222 7
A P 4
7l i v po 12
w| C 7
10| C. 8
9| 8. 7
12| C 8
20| C 18
131 0 i 9
13 B 8 3
3| &8 Bl
10| 8 ) 1 7
5| 8. 111,748 Y e
5| 8. 48,076 2 1
7 B 2,847,136 36 166

I do not care to complicate the clear logic of this showing by
a discussion of doubiful States which I have placed in the
Democratic column. But can any one doubt the Republicanism
of Maine, California, Oregon, and Wisconsin in the next presi-
dential election in view of existing political conditions?

In Oregon, while owing to the personal popularity of Senator
CHAMBERLAIN, who had a margin of 23,000, the Republicans
carried all the congressional districts, with an aggregate plu-
rality of 85,000, besides electing a governor by 27,000. While
I have consistently placed Wisconsin in the Democratic column
because of a plurality of less than 1,000 received by the Demo-
cratic candidate for Senator over his Republican opponent, yet
the Republicans elected 8 out of 11 Congressmen, with an aggre-
gate plurality of nearly 40,000.

In South Dakota, where owing to a factiannl division among
Republicans, the Democratic Senator was elected by 8,800,
while the Republicans carried the governorship by 15,000 and
had a like plurality of the congressional vote.

The extravagant claims made by Secretary Bryan soon after
the election in his personally and officially manipulated or-
gan of publicity, the Commoner, and the no less absurd and
ridiculous assertion of President Wilson in his Indianapolis
speech have long deserved, without receiving, a conclusive
answer.

In the foregoing remarks I have endeavored, I think success-
fully, to place a quietus on all such absurd and far-fetched
conclusions asg they have drawn.

As bearing on the guestion of what would be the political
complexion of the next Congress if the Republican States were
as Republican as the Democratie States are Democratic, I call
attention to the fact that these Republican States, with a total

representation in the next Congress of 227, yield 68 seats to
Democrats, whereas the Democratic States, with a total repre-
sentation of 202, yield only 36 seats to the Republicans. By
calculation I find that Republican representation in the Demo-
cratic States is 17 per cent, while Democratic representation in
Republican States is 30 per cent. If Republicans had also 30
per cent in Democratic States and the Democrats only 70 per
cent, the representation in Democratic States would be 141
Democrats and 61 Republicans, and making no change in the
representation from the Republican States the grand result
would be 220 Republicans and 209 Democrats. And if the
Democratic representation from Republican States were only
equal to Republicans from Democratic States, even allowing the
result from the Democratic States to stand, the deiegation
from the Republican States would be 189 Republicans and 39
Democrats, and the grand result would be a House enntainlng
224 Republicans and 205 Democrats.
The Clerk read as follows:

Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa.: Extension of double-action
Brcss shop building, $G 000 ; improving facilities of the boiler plant,

Mr. DONOHOE Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 52, after line 14, insert: Extension of lumber shed, $22,500.

Mr. DONOHOE. Mr. Chairman, this item was included in
the estimates submitted by the War Department. We have re-
peatedly essayed to show the House some of the economies
which have been effected at the Frankford Arsenal, and I am
prepared to submit to-day that the Government has no workshop °
that is better or more economically managed than is the arsenal
at Frankford, Every Member of this House who has visited the
arsenal has been impressed by the glaring fact that additional
buildings are needed. Some few of the members of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations inspected the place last year and were
convinced that there was urgent need for a new tinshop, an
enlarged lumber shed, and the acquisition of additional land
for testing grounds and storage buildings. The War Depart-
ment submitted estimates aggregating $245,500 for Frankford
Arsenal, but the committee in their wisdom and in their desire
for economy cut the amount down to $21,000, or about one-
twelfth what the War Department said was necessary. Fully
appreciating the need we have for the practice of economy at
this time, I still regard economy of this character as false
economy. Failure to provide a sufficient lumber shed at so
profitable a plant as the Frankford Arsenal is known to be is no
economy whatever. I have here photographs of actual condi-
tions, showing that expensive materials are exposed to the
elements for lack of proper buildings in which to store them.
The extension of the lumber shed is badly needed to relieve the
congestion of the shrapnel shop, where large turret lathes are
now installed. The congestion in the shrapnel chop is such that
it is necessary to store boxes on the outside. These photographs
show this condition of affairs.

Mr. Chairman, Frankford Arsenal being in my distriet, I
know the conditions there very well. I know that this building
is badly needed, and I trust we will not fail to appropriate the
modest sum of $22,500 for this very necessary imprevement.
For lack of funds the buildings are badly in need of painting, the
roads are little better than dirt roads, and yet during last year
the arsenal saved to the Government upward of $1,600,000 in
the manufacture of ammunition. Under improved conditions
greater savings may reasonably be expected, and therefore I
feel that this economiecal plant, this valuable workshop of the
Government, should not be slighted at this time. I trust that this
amendment, earrying the small sum of $22,500, will be adopted
by the committee.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, on yester-
day I placed in the Recorp a letter——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I ask that the gentleman
defer that statement until we dispose of the amendment.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, All right. I have no ob-
Jjeetion to that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the Frankford Arsenal
is an important plant, and every year the committee has recom-
mended improvements necessary to keep it in proper shape. In
the bill for the current year improvements to cost $88,000 were
provided. This year there were several proposed improvements,
and one very large item was $135,000 for the purchase of land,
The committee recommended two items, one for the improve-
ment of the power plant and the other for the extension of the
press shop building. It is impossible in any one year to make
recommendations for all of the proposed improvements in any
of these plants. The attempt is to give the things that are most
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essential, that are necessary to keep the plant in a satisfactory
working shape. At times the committee is able to make recom-
mendations on a more generous scale than on others. This is
not the time when improvements that may be desirable, although
not imperative, should be made. I hope the amendment will
not be adopted.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
DoxoHoE].

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. DONOHOR. I ask for a division, Mr, Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 35.

Mr. DONOHOE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers.

Tellers were refused.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For a storchouse for the storage of oils, ete., and its eguipment,
$15,000.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, T move to
strike out the last word. As I started to say a moment ago, on
yesterday I placed a copy of a letter in the Recorp from Secre-
tary of the Treasury MecAdoo, in which he called attention to a
report that has been submitted to the Senate by the Secretary
of the Treasury and the Secretary of Commerce in response
to a Senate resolution. In that letter the Secretary requested
that the various Demoeratic Members read the first 20 pages
of that report, and said that they would find them illuminating,
I have taken occasion to get a copy of that report, and I find
that the Secretary is correct—that it is very illuminating. I
read on page 19 of the second part of the report:

There is attached to this report as Exhibit 76 a list of ships offered
g{ the Merchant Marine Agency, J. V. MecCarthy, manager, Boston,

as8s., from which it will be seen that there are 15 ships of En%lish
registry and 7 of German re, trg which he &rﬁopnses to sell. Atten-
%mgnglio is invited to Exb.i t 75, showing t other ships are ob-

We are convinced that within a reasonable time after the shipping
hill is passed enough ships can be secured to greatly relieve and assist
our foreign trade.

Now, turning over to Exhibit 75 I find a long list of ships that
are for sale by the “ Merchant Marine Agency,” of 1123 0Old
South Building, Boston. One of the leading members of the
Boston Chamber of Commerce has furnished me a report in re-
gard to this Merchant Marine Agency that is enlightening. I
will read it:

The Merchant Marine Agency referred to in the rt to the Unlted
States Senate of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 3eeretnmof

Commerce as having a list of ships for sale, in which 15 British

appeared, does not appear in the Boston telephone book, nor does
name appear in the

ﬁp ton directory. An investigation showed that
the * Merchant Marine Agency " was being conducted one “J. V.
HcCarthg." with an office at 1123 Old South Building, ton, Mass.
In the n directory his bus is given as “real estate” A
visit to the office of the *“ Merchant Marine Afem:y " disclosed the fact
that it eonsisted of one small room, in charge of a girl in Mr, MecCarthy's
absence. When an inquiry was made as re

gards Mr. McCarthy's ab-
sence and the possibility of purchasing a ship from him, the girl said
that she had

instructed not to talk, and refused to give any
information.

The janitor stated that the mame of ‘‘Merchant Marine A
had been painted on the door for about 10 days, i. e., since

18, 1015. 2

Blt seems likely that the list which was annexed to the report of
the Secretaries was such a list as steamship brokers ordinarily issue,
and there is nothing on its face to disclose whether the assent of the
British Board of Trade had been or could be obtained to the transfer
to any other person than a British subject, which consent is now re-
quired before any ship can be transferred to a forelgner. It seems
absolutely safe to say that the British Board of Trade in no event
would assent to the transfer of any ship where there was the slightest
possibility of its being placed in trade to German ports.

Now, that is the agency that has furnished the largest list
of ships for sale that is printed in this report. It seems to have
come into existence just about the time it sent the list. Who is
the manager, and what is this agency? That shows the charac-
ter of the men who are offering these ships for sale, and, as
the Secretary said, this report is illuminating. Only two or
three days ago a British ship was sold in New York, but the
British Board of Trade refused to ratify that sale.

Now, while T am on my feet, T want to make another state-
ment or two that will be illuminating in regard to some of the
statements that have been made by the Secretary of Commerce
as well as the Secretary of Labor. According to press reports,
the Secretary of Commerce makes a very pathetie statement
about a man in South America that had a cargo of wool and
was unable to send it to the United States because of the
exorbitant freights that were charged. It so happened that
on Saturday I met a former Member of this House, the Homn.
James T. McCleary, and he said he had personal knowledge of
that transaction, and that what the Secretary of Commerce had
stated about it was true, but that he did not state all of the
truth. He said that American bottoms had been offered to carry

ney "
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this wool, but the man could not take advantage of it because
he had entered into a conference agreement with foreign lines
that ran to South America, and if he sent his wool by any
other line he stood to lose a large rebate, so large he could not
afford to take the chances. Mr. McCleary gave me information
in regard to another statement that the Secretary of Commerce
made, of a similar character. The Secretary illustrated the
need for this shipping bill by citing the fact that a certain
man in South America had a cargo of rags to send to this
country, and that he was unable to ship them, and Mr. McCleary
said that that was absolutely true, but the Secretary again did
not tell all the truth there, because there had been a quarantine
issued against the shipment of rags, and even if all the vessels
afloat on all the seas had been there those rags could not have
been shipped. So that is another illuminating statement upon
this shipping question.

And I hope that my friends upon that side of the aisle will
follow Secretary McAdoo's advice and read this illuminating
report. And if T had time and would not think that somebody
would make a point of order that I was not talking in order I
would read more of it now.

Mr DONOHOE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

On Friday last, during the consideration of the naval appro-
priation bill, a colloquy arose between my colleague [Mr. Moogre]
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] regarding a
certain “bonus” system of compensation at Frankford Arsenal.
The system had been in force at the arsenal since 1910, but was
recently discontinued by order of Gen. Crozier, Chief of Ord-
nance.

Mr. Moore. I want to ask the gentleman whether or not he knows
that there is quite a protest on the part of emp!o{ees agalnst stopping
the bonuses that have been received for extra work?

Mr. BocHANAN of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman, if he will
yield, that information on this is that the protest has been worked
up by the officers in the Frankford Arsenal, who are op d to this
legislitlon. just as employers always seem to be able to {ind some em-
ployees whom they ean coerce or influence in some way to come and
oppose eight-hour measures, like they did the woman's eight-hour day
here and in Illinois. 8o far as its being the position of the majority

of the employees who have courage to speak for themselves, I do not
believe there is any truth in the statement that they are opposed to it.

Mr., Chairman, it is not my intention to add anything now to
what I said at that time regarding the bonus system; but I do
feel that I should say something in reply to the charge that the
protest against the order discontinuing the payment of bonuses
was “worked up” by the officers of the Frankford Arsenal.

I am sure the gentleman from Illinois would not intentionally
misrepresent anyone, either officer or employee, and I believe
he will be glad to know the facts in the case.

When the order in question was promulgated there was heard
quite a storm of protest, especially from the female employees
of the arsenal. At the request of a number of the employees
affected I called at the arsenal, which is in my district, to get
particulars at first hand.

The commanding officer, Col. Montgomery, gave us the use of
his office and he and every other officer withdrew while the
representatives of both sides, those who favored and those who
opposed bonuses, had full and free opportunity of giving their
views without interference from anyone. The conference lasted
upward of an hour, during which time neither the commandant
nor any other officer entered the room. From what I saw and
heard while at the arsenal I am convinced that there was no
working up of sentiment except by the employees themselves.

In view of these facts and in justice to Col. Montgomery and
the other officers at Frankford Arsenal, T feel impelled to make
this statement. Having known Col. Montgomery for many
years, I can say, in fruth, that I have met few men so fair to
the employees, so sympathetie of their needs, or so considerate
of their safety, their comfort, and their general welfare. It is
not right to charge such men with “working up " a sentiment
against anything that might make for the betterment of the
condition: of the arsenal employees. Indeed, I feel that the
cause which is sought to be thus helped is often hurt by such
reckless and unjust charges.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DONOHOE, Yes.

Mr. MOORE. It is true that the employees round about the
arsenal there have various associations of their own and get
together and talk these questions over, is it not?

Mr, DONOHOE. It is.

Mr. MOORE. They have a perfect right to do that?

Mr. DONOHOE. Yes; certainly.

Mr. MOORE. Sometimes they pass resolutions and send
them forward to Congressmen; do they not?

Mr. DONOHOE. That is correct.

Mr. MOORE. I know I have received some.
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. Mr. DONOHOE. We all have, it i .

Mr. MOORE. And we treat them as any Representative
should treat a communication from his constituents. I think the
gentleman has received many of them.

Mr. DONOHOE. I have.

Mr. MOORE. May I ask the gentleman concerning the
movement to which he refers? There was an honest and bona
fide complaint on the part of employees that their wages had
been reduced by the abolition of the bonus system., Is not that
true? :

Mr, DONOHOE. That is quite true. : 1

Mr., MOORE. That, irrespective of the merits of any speed-
ing-up system, or Taylor system, or whatever it may be called,
many of them who were doing good work had had their wages
reduced ? :

Mr. DONOHOE. That is correct; and, unfortunately, the
loss falls on those least able to bear it, namely, the women and
unskilled men.

We frequently hear similar sweeping charges against em-
ployers in general, as if all of them were totally devoid of
human feeling and aimed only at spurring their employees to
the utmost limit of their power. If there be justification for
any such general charge against employers of labor, then I
can only say that I have been fortunate in meeting employers
of a very different type. Those whom I have known were ever
considerate of the health, the comfort, and the happiness of
their working forces, skilled and unskilled, while, on the other
hand, some so-called leaders whom I have met were most
noticeable for their indifference to all workers outside their
own particular class or craft. I have known employers who
hesitated to install labor-saving devices until provision could
be made for faithful employees who would thereby be dis-
placed. As one who is in sympathy with the cause of labor
and as one who has supported every measure aiming to better
the lot and lighten the burden of the masses of our people, I
feel that I have a right to pay this modest tribute to some
good men, some good employers, whom it has been my pleasure
to know. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro forma
amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk
will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For repairs to mdwnﬁs to national cemeteries which have been con-
structed by special aunthority of Congress, $12,000: Provided, That
no railroad shall be permitted upon the rigﬁ:t of way which may have
been acquired by the United States to a national cemetery or to en-
croach upon any roads or walks constructed thereon and maintained
by the United States: Provided further, That no part of this sum shall
be used for repailring any roadway not owned the United States
within the corporate limits of any city, town, or vi{lage.

Mr, MANN. I move to strike out the last word. May I ask
why it is that the committee provides that no portion of the
appropriation for repairs to roadways to national cemeteries
shall be expended outside of the corporate limits of a city?

Mr., FITZGERALD. That is not the provision. It is
“within ” the corporate limits. b

Mr. MANN. This says:

Provided gurmer, That no part of this sum shall be used for repalr-
ing any roadway not owned by the United States within the corporate
limits of any city, town, or village.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is right.

Mr. MANN. You can not spend it on any roadway unless it
is owned by the Government within the corporate limits of a
city. That is what it says,

Mr. FITZGERALD. It says that no part of this money shall
be spent on any roadway not owned by the Government within
the corporate limits of a city.

Mr. MANN. That is it. You can not spend it on any road-
way anywhere unless it is a roadway owned by the Govern-
ment within the corporate limits of a city.

Mr, FITZGERALD. No.

Mr, MANN. That is what it says.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; it does not say that at all. It
says: “No part of this sum shall be used for repairing any
roadway "'——

Mr, MANN. Not owned by the United States within the cor-
porate limits of a city.

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). * Which is not owned by
the Government within the corporate limits of a city.” It isvery
clear.

Mr. MANN. That is what it says.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is well understood, both by the War
Department and the gentleman from Illinois, and its purpose
is to prevent this appropriation from being spent in improving
roadways within the corporate limits of towns because a road
owned by the municipality happens to be the leading approach
to a national cemetery.

Mr. MANN. It may be that the War Department is not able
to read or construe plain English. ;

Mr, FITZGERALD, It is very clear.

Mr. MANN. Yes; very clear.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It sparkles like a crystal..

Mr. STAFFORD. I move to strike out the last two words,
I rise to direct the attention of the chairman whether in the
paragraph on page 56, line 13, the word “fourteen ™ should not
be “thirteen”? I have referred to the sundry civil appropria-
tion act of August, 1914, and I believe that the section which the
committee has in mind is section 13.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It should be section 13. T ask unani-
mous consent to change the word “ fourteen,” in line 13, page
56, to the word “thirteen,” so that it will read “section 13.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to change the word “ fourteen” to * thir-
teen.” Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I
wish to inguire what is the necessity of making these authori-
zations when the head of any governmental establishment has
the authority to grant these per diems in lien of subsistence?

Mr, FITZGERALD. The law requires specific estimates to
be submitted for this purpose, and it was believed that by in-
corporating the provision in the bill the committee would be
more likely to keep track of them in the future. If it was not
inclnded here, attention would not be directed to the fact that
per diems are paid out of certain appropriations, and it is de-
girable to have the attention of the committee drawn to that,
g0 that inquiries will be made as to what is done in that
direction.

Mr, STAFFORD. Is this for the purpose of having a further
segregation, so that the committee may know the amount?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Noj; it is to insure investigation by the
committee when the items are considered.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma
amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will
read. ;

The Clerk read as follows:

Disposition of remains of officers, soldiers, elvilian employees, ete.:
For interment or of preparation and transportation to their homes or
to such national cemeteries as may be designated by proper authority,
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, of the remains of officers,
including acting assistant surgeons, and enlisted men of the Army
active list: interment or of preparation and transportation to thelr
homes of the remains of civil employees of the Army in the employ of
the War Department who die abroad, in Alaska, in the Canal Zone, or
on Army transports, or who die while on duty in the field or at military
posts within the limits of the United States; interment of military
prisoners who die at military posts; removal of remalns from abandoned
posts to permanent military posts or national cemeteries, includin the
remains of Federal soldiers, sailors, or marines interred in fields or
abandoned private and city cemeteries; and in any case where the ex-
penses of burial or shipment of the remains of officers or enlisted men
of the Army who die on the active list are borne by individuals, where
such expenses would have been lawful claims against the Government,
reimbursement to such individuals may be made of the amount allowed
by the Government for such services out of this sum, but no reimburse-
ment shall be made of such expenses incurred prior to July 1, 1910,
$£57,500.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the word “of,”
in line 23, page 8, and also in line 3, page 59, should go out.
It was left in inadvertently when the language was changed.
The item used to read “for expense of interment,” and the
word “ expense " was left out.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the word “of,” in line 23, page 58, and line 3, page 59, be
stricken out.

The amendment was agreed to. g

The Clerk read as follows;

NATIONAL MILITARY PARKS,

Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park: For continuing the
establishment of the park; compensation and expenses of civillan com-
missloners ; maPs, surveys, clerical and other assistance, including $300
for necessary clerical labor under direction of the chairman of the com-
mission ; maintenance, repair, and operation of horse-drawn passenger-
carrying vehicle; office and all other necessary expenses; foundatlons
for State monuments; mowing; historical tablets, iron and bronze;
iron gun carriages; roads and their malntenance; purchase of s
tracts of land heretofore authorized by law ; in all, §55,260,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. May I ask what is the reason for having passenger-
carrying vehicles at Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Park and Shiloh, and not at Gettysburg and Vicksburg?: -

Mr. FITZGERALD. At Shiloh they have an automobile and
at Gettysburg they have a horse and wagon. A ’

Mr. MANN. At Gettysburg there is no provision for a horse
and wagon. There is one provided for in Chickamauga and
one for Shiloh, but none for Gettysburg or Vicksburg. Why
do they need them more in one place than in another?
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Mr. FITZGERALD. They say they have a great many miles
of road. Shiloh is isolated from any town on the river and not
as accessible as other parks.

Mr. MANN. I supposed that the Gettysburg park was more
extensive than any of the others,

Mr. FITZGERALD. But there is guite a community right
at Gettysburg. :

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

The. Clerk read as follows:

Gettysburg National Park: For continuing the establishment of the
park ; acquisition of lands, surveys, and maps; constructing, improving,
and maintaining avenues, roads, and bridges thereon ; fences and gates;
marking the lines of battle with tablets and guns, each tablet bearing a
brief legend giving historic facts and compiled without censure and
without praise; preserving the features of the battle field and the
monuments thereon; office for the commissioners in Gettysburg; com-
pensation of eivilian commissioners, clerical and other services, expenses,
and labor; purchase and preparation of tablets and gun carriages and

lacing them in position; and all other expenses Incidental to the
oregoing, $45,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mpr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 62, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words * office for the commls-
sloners in Gettysburg.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. At Gettysburg there is now a public
building. I am informed that the office of commissioners is in
the public building, and that there is no necessity for renting
any office for them.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. In the vicinity of Gettysburg we have many productive
farms. It is not generally known, but there are probably more
individual farmers in the State of Pennsylvania than there are
in any other State in the Union. They are vitally interested
in questions of freight and transportation, which leads me to
suggest that the Secretary of the Treasury has also been taking
a very general interest in these questions recently in endeavor-
ing to have passed through the Senate the shipping bill by
which, through the expenditure of $30,000,000 belonging to the
people of the United States, we shall purchase foreign ships in
which to transport both American and foreign merchandise,

The Secretary of the Treasury, speaking for the President of
the Unifed States, who has indicated this day that an extra
session may be called if the shipping bill is not passed, thus
proving conclusively that he does not unduly influence legisla-
tion, has insisted in certain official reports that unless the ship-
ping bill is passed, and we take from the Treasury of the United
States—already depressed to the point of a deficit—$30,000,000
to pay for foreign ships built by foreign labor, the farmers of
the country will have to pay the freight to get their grain and
cotton abroad.

Now, much has been made by the Secretary of the Treasury
of this argument that the farmer must pay the freight to the
man who operates the ship. Hence, if the Government owns the
ship, according to the administration contention, the situation
will be different, and the farmer will be relieved of paying
freight. I can not understand this kind of reasoning. The re-
port which the Secretary of the Treasury, fortified by the Secre-
tary of Commerce, recently made to another body in support of
the argnment for the passage of the ship-purchase bill states:

In other words, the increased ocean freight tax arbitrarily imposed
upon our farmers and business men for the month of December, 1914,
only was §1 8,018,700, If exg)orts by sea continue for the 12 months of
1915 at the December, 1014, rate, and the ocean freight charges are
the same as for December, 1914, the American farmers and business
men. will pay to shipowners [pﬂnclgnll fore(l)ﬁn] increased freight
charges above the normal rates of $216,224.4 or more than five
{imes the $40,000,000 which the Government proposes by the shipping
bill to put into American ships for the protection of our foreign
commerce.

In other words, in support of his desire to take $40,000,000
away from the American people and give it to the foreigner for
ships constructed over there at cheap wages, the Secretary
argues that the farmer will continue to pay the freight on what
he sends abroad. He makes the same argument with regard to
the business man.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MOORE. Yes. ;

Mr. MADDEN. The Secretary of the Treasury did not make
any statement like this when he was making that report, did
he, that ships carrying cargoes abroad are obliged to wait 30
days on the other side to unload; that it costs about $1,000 a
day for every day a ship lies waiting to get to the dock; and
that the ship is obliged to come back without cargo; and that
if any profit is to be earned on the trip of the ship, all of these
expenses must be included on the freight rates?

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I think the Secretary of the
Treasury is so anxious to pass this shipping bill, which pro-
poses to take our money to buy foreign ships, that he entirely
overlooked the fact to which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
MappeEx] refers. I have no knowledge of his having brought
the attention of Congress to that at all, but he is trying to make
the people understand, the farmers in particular, that unless
they fall in with this ship-purchase scheme of the administra-
tion they will have to pay the freight or an increased freight on
what they send abroad. The Secretary of Commerce has been
talking this way on his various trips throughout the country,
agitating for his measure, and he has been leading the farmer
to believe that unless we take the farmer’s money to buy the
foreign ships, and close up the American shipyards, then the.
farmer will have to foot the freight to get his cotton and grain
to the foreign market. .

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. MOORE. ‘Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection. : .

Mr. SMITH of New York, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman
from Pennsylvania where he gets authority for the statement
that the President will call an extra session if the ship-purchase
bill is not passed? g

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I have it from the very best
authority, the very highest authority, that unless the shipping
bill is passed before the 4th of March there will be an extra
session on the 5th of March, and, of course, this does not mean
at all, nor is it to be construed in a legal sense as meaning,
that the President in any way desires to unduly influence the
legislative body in the passage of a shipping bill.

Mr. SMITH of New York. The gentleman is not willing to
state his authority?

Mr. MOORE. If I did, I would violate a confidence, but I
think the gentleman will see it in the afternoon papers and
probably in the morning papers, under display headlines, be-
cause almost everyone except the President wants to avoid an
extra session. The whole country is tired of Congress being in
session, and nobody believes in holding an extra session and
continuing the burden of expense to which we are putting the
people, except that little coterie who wants to buy a lot of foreign
ships. They have some reason for wanting to buy these ships
which we have not yet been able to understand.

I heard a rumor this morning that the ships they want to
buy are not the ships that were referred to in the remarks of
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HumMpHREY] a little while
ago, but the ships that are now interned—ships of the Hamburg-
American Line and the ships of the North German Lloyd—
ships that were built for passenger traffic, ships that the Ger-
mans can not get, ships that were never intended to carry
abroad the products of the farm, the cattle, the grain, and
the cotton of this country—ships that were built to carry pas-
sengers.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.
gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman knows, of
course, that these German interned ships are utterly unfit for
carrying freight?

Mr. MOORE. They would have to be disemboweled in order
to carry the freight of the farm. Possibly they could be re-
built in the United States under our new ship laws, but it is
more than likely, under our new freedom, even that work would
be dorie in foreign yards, where American workmen would have
no chance at it.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes.

Mr. PLATT. Did the Secretary of the Treasury say that the
farmers paid this freight?

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, as to that, here is the report
of the Secretaries: .

To show what the burden imposed on the farmers by these high
ocean frelght rates means, it I8 necesary only to bring out the fact

while the total freight cost on our exports by sea for December,
1914, was $30,742, , the great commodities of grain, cotton, and flour
bore $11,782,250 of this charge—or more than 36 per cent of the entire
freight cost on all exports by sea for December, 1014.

It might be well in addition to say to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Pratr] that to-day’s dispatches from New York
help us out in this shipping dispute by reporting that this year’s
exports from New York to date total $148,146,690, as agalnst

Mr. Chairman, will the
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$119,413,607 in the same period last year., That shows that
our commodities are going abroad all right.

Mr MADDEN. That was due to the faet that grain was
being shipped abroad.

Mr, MOORE. Yes; grain was being shipped, of course, and
if it were not for the foreign or domestic speculators who are
in the business of piling it up at the ports to-day, there wonld
not be any congestion; and the trouble is not on this side, as
it is on the other side, where the ports are unable to accommo-
date the ships that are going over there.

Mr. FESS. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes.

Mr. FESS. If the gentleman will yield for a moment: If
grain is congested on the wharves and can not find a market,
why would it be worth so much to-day as from $1.48 to $1.607

Mr. MOORE. Well, I think the price is determined largely
by the demand for it. In the large cities we are not getting
any benefit from the advance——

Mr. FESS. I meant if they could not ship it, it woeuld not be
worth so much?

Mr. MOORE. Of course not. If there was such a frightful
congestion of grain as the Secretary of the Treasury has tried
to show at the various ports, the presumption is that the price
would fall. That is what is the matter with cotton.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. ALEXANDER. It costs about 30 cents a bushel to ship
wheat from New York to European ports, and according to the
gentleman's theory that does not have any influence on the
price paid for wheat here.

Mr. MOORE. That does not indicate that the farmer pays
the freight, but I was endeavoring to answer the gentleman
from Ohio. As to the question of the gentleman from Missouri,
I would say that I was commenting upon the report of the dis-
tinguished Cabinet officers who are interested in the passage
of the shipping bill. They are endeavoring to make the farmer
who raises grain believe that unless the shipping bill is passed,
and passed before the 4th of March under the penalty of an
extra session, then the farmers will have to pay additional
trei]gh't. It was that attitude of the Secretaries I was trying to
explain.

h’le‘;l(ll? CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-

Mr. MOORE. I would ask that my time be extended five
minutes.

. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania. [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Does the gentleman want the country
to understand he is indifferent to the price the farmer shall
receive for his product?

Mr. MOORE. I certainly do not. I want him to receive the
best price for his product that it is possible for him to receive.

Mr. ALEXANDER. And that the freight charge has nothing
to do with the price he receives for his produet.

Mr. MOORE. We are speaking of the foreign price now.

AMr. ALEXANDER. It does not make any difference——

Mr. MOORE. I am submitting a statement made by these
two distinguished Cabinet officers, that unless we have these
foreign ships which the administration desires the farmer will
pay the freight, a proposition which I am undertaking to dis-
pute. 3

Mr. ALEXANDER. A Cabinet officer did not make any such
statement as that.

Mr. MOORHE. I have just read two sections of an official
statement by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary
of Commerce, transmitted to the Senate December 29, 1914.

Mr, ALEXANDER. The gentleman misrepresents the state-
ment,

Mr. MOORE. T have read literally from the statement. The
gentleman can find it in Senate Document No. 678, Sixty-third
Congress, third session.

Mr. ALEXANDER. I have read the statement, and I chal-
lenge the correctness of the gentleman's interpretation of that
statement,

Mr. MOORE. We have also had the views of these gentlemen
from time to time in-the public press. I now desire to read
from the editor of the Annalist, a magazine of business, com-
merce, and economics, published in New York, wherein the
editor says:

There is no limit to th biliti
ex{munds. Itis a po?)rt r?l e t?:int d-:z: fo?h;ot&mbr&hw&:hs.h{:ﬁdufggﬁfx
ently the same is true of a theory, for after having set ¥ortl1 that ‘the
American producer has to pay the freight on his products Mr. McAdoo
argues that the Ameriean consumer wII’lmpny the freight on what he

consumes. Instead of being- a Iand bles ond all others, we seem
to be so peculiarly unfortunate that economic laws are reversed against

us and in favor of the foreigner. We have, Mr. McAdoo tells us, not only
to pay the freight on our imports, which everybody knew, but also on
our exports, which nobody knew until the administration discovered it.

Mr. ALEXANDER. The gentleman is quoting somchody
else than Mr. McAdoo there.

Myr. MOORE. If the gentleman will permit me, I now desire
to read from the Journal of Commerce, published in New York
on the 1st of February, giving this additional answer to Mr.
McAdoo on his theory about the necessity of our buying these
foreign ships in which to carry American commerce abroad. It
also deals with the freight question on which the farmers are
being misinformed ;

There are several grossly false assumptions in this statement regard-
ing advances in rates and the cause of them, and delusions about the
effect upon our trade, but there is nothing else guite so shallow and
absurd as the bold elaim that the whole freight charge is imposed upon
our farmers and business men and deducted from the prices which Lﬁg:
ghould receive. For the things largely exported, except our great sur-
plus of cotton, unusually high prices are received and large profits are
re . The price here is determined by the exceptional European
demand, but the freight charges are added to the %rices paid in Euorgge.
Directly, the freight is paid by the forelgners who receive the 8.
The fact that they have it to pag increases the price to them, but it does
not reduce it to the American farmer. The prices we pay for imports
are affected by the freight charges, but these have not been greatly
inereased because the demand for cargo room is much less coming this
way, and the ungﬁrt trade is restricted and not expanded b{ the war.
The statement about the effect upon * our foreign-trade balances” is
too idlotie for serious comment,

Mr., ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. MOORE. Yes; if I have time.

Mr. ALEXANDER. If I understand the logic of the gentle-
man's statement, which he adopts as his own, it is that we as
a nation ought to be indifferent to the cost of the transportation
of our commodities to foreign markets.

Mr. MOORE. Not at all. I answered that before.

. Mr. ALEXANDER. Because the foreigner pays the cost of
transportation—

Mr. MOORE. In this instance, the foreigner pays the freight.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Hence in extending our commerce to
accommodate agriculture and manufactures and the general
commerce of this conntry we should be indifferent to the price
the foreign ship lines pay for the transportation of products.
Is that what the gentleman wants the country to understand?

Mr. MOORE. No; I do not want to be indifferent; I want the
country to know the facts.

Mr. ALEXANDER. That is what you are arguing right now.

Mr. MOORE. As I understand the gentleman, he is arguing
that the Secretary of the Treasury contends that the farmer
does pay the freight when he sends his goods abroad.

Mll:f ALEXANDER. I do not say that he pays the entire cost
at all.

-Mr. MOORE. The Secretary of the Treasury has been argu-
ing that the farmer did pay the freight.

Mr., ALEXANDER. Your position is that he does not pay
any part of it, and it is a matter of indifference what they
charge.

Mr. MOORE. Not at all. I want the farmer to get the best
of the bargain; but I do not want the administration, or a
Cabinet officer, no matter how influential nor how desirons he
may be to pass a bill in this House, to mislead the farmer by
au"gulngi that he pays the freight on grain when the foreigner
pays it.

Mr. ALEXANDER. We have ships sufficient to transport our
commodities to foreign countries,

Mr. MOORE. And we are doing it now.

Mr. ALEXANDER., And because of the excessive freight
rates—— -

Mr. MOORE. We are doing it now. The gentleman knows
that there has been an abnormal condition; but, despite that
fact, the ordinary business has been carried in the usual way.

Mr. ALEXANDER. I deny that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. MOORE. My, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for two
minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, what is the request?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that his time be extended two minutes, Is
there objection?

Mr, DONOVAN., If the consideration of this appropriation
bill is over, I am going to make the point of no quorum. It is
too painful to sit here and listen to that, and the gentleman
ought not to punish the rest of us. It is imposing upon his
associates, n

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania that his time be extended two
minutes? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,
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Mr. MOORE. It may be painful to the gentleman from Con-
necticut:; no doubt it is; but, Mr. Chairman, business men gen-
erally know that the pretense that is being set up by the adminis-
tration, with regard to Americans paying the freight on what is
now sent abroad, is unjustifiable. Here is a letter from Mr.
Frank 8. Evans, representing Strawbridge & Clothier, one of
the largest business houses in the city of Philadelphia. He
knows about shipping, and advises me thus:

Any business man knows that no question of the freight is figured as
far as the seller is concerned He sells his goods regardless of what
the purchaser pays to get them to himself, except in rare instances;
certainly no farmer dellvers his goods at the priee he sells them f. 0. b.
abroad. The farmer merely delivers the goods to his primary market
and gets his price at that point.

Now, Mr. Chairman, with further reference to what the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr, AreExanper] has said in his ques-
tions to me, I desire to repeat that it is not in good taste for
the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of Commerce
or the President of the United States if he indorses what they
have said, to go about the country working up sentiment to
pass an iniquitous shipping bill, which takes $30,000,000 out
of the pockets of the people to buy foreign ships and attempt
to frighten farmers and business men into believing that it
will be necessary for them to contribute to this scheme or guffer
freight charges which they are not now required to pay.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important sub-
ject, and I think we should have all the light we can secure
upon it. TUnder leave to extend, granted me yesterday, there-
fore, I submit two interesting and pertinent statements, one
from Mr. Frank L. Neall, of Philadelphia, to whom I referred
yesterday, and another from Mr. Willilam D. Winsor, of the
old American Winsor Line, which operated between Phila-
delphia and Boston, Mr. Neall's letter throws an interesting
lizht upon the shipbuilding situation in England and confirms
rather positively the criticism I have made of the Cabinet
officers’ declaration that the farmer pays the freight. Mr.
Winsor's article is illuminating in its analysis of the purpose
and effect of the shipping bill upon which the administration
seems to have set its heart.

VOLUME OF SHIPBUILDING—FROFITS OF SHIP OWXNING.

PHILADELPHIA, February 10, 1915,
Hon, J. HamMprox MoORE,
House of Representatices, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mgr. Moore: H. E, Moss & Co."s semlannual steamship eir-
cular, dated January 1, 1914, says: * In issuing our present semi-
annual steamship circular we are gratified to be able to state that
within a period of over 50 years in which we have been continuously
connected with the steamshipping industry we find no trace among
our previous records in which steamship owners have realized such
profits as they have done during the last few we are glad
onr recent predictions have proved correct. The tonnage
under construction for the quarter ending December 31, 1913, ex-
clusive of warshia?, exceeds all previous records in this country as
well as abroad. e estimate the amount of merchant shipping pres-
ently building in the United Kingdom alome will not be less than
2,200,000 gross register tons. Most of tfis tonnage consists more es-

cially of high-class liners and tankers than ordinary tramp steamers.
fany of our important builders have sufficient work on hand to keep
them occupied doring the whole of this year, There are some, how-
ever, already feeling the present dearth of orders who can give fairly
quick delivery.”

Nore.—Total tonnage of world, all nations, prior to 1914 (June)
50,000,000 tons.

Circular dated January 1, 1915, says: * * * “At the present
moment most of our shipyards have sufficient orders to last them well
into 1916, and few builders can give earlier delivery. Prices for
building have advanced in six months from 10 to 20 per cent, and
what new steamers were building on speculation have been nenriy all
disposed of. Secondhand tonnage is difficult to obtain, except at
extreme prices, and large profits have been quietly realized. The
amount of tonnage under construction on January 1, 1915, will, we
anticipate, be greater than it has ever been before and well above
2,000,000 tons.”

The old adage, * Never fish for clams at high water,” was never
more applicable that at the present moment as regards prices at which
ocean steamers are selling, and ocean rates of freight securable. There
is much of the earthquake or voleanic characteristies in each of those
factors at the present time, This morning, we have reports of an-
nexed charters, and as to rates, exceed anything previously, we believe,
that was ever recorded, and to us indicate that Germany is in the
extremity for wheat.

Pleage realize that these freight rates are not eém'id by any farmers,
wheat speculators, or wheat owners in the United States. The wheat
has probably heen secured some while back for account of foreign
interests and Is now seeking transportation to ultimate destination.
One of the undernoted vessels gets an ocean freight equivalent to
42 cents per bushel on wheat. When the war broke out wheat was
gelling in Chlcago at only 35 cents per bushel higher than ocean freight
herein referred to. 1 have often heard line steamship managers say
that they would be perfectly satisfied mever to see ocean freight on
grain by line steamers over 6 cents per bushel, as that would obviate
competition from tramp steamers.

GRAIN CHARTERS REPORTED IN NEW YORK JOURNAL OF COMMERCE, WED-
NESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1915,

Norweglan steamer Bre Kar, 32,000 quarters from the Atlantic range
to Copenhagen, 13s. 6d. per quarter, March shipment.

Norwegian steamer Sigrum, 16,000 quarters, same destination and
same shipment, to Denmark, 14s, per quarter,

Yours, truly,

yen.r}. ::nd

FraxE L. NEALL,

[Statement by William D. Winsor.
Ledger.]

STEAMSHIPS TO BE RUN BY POLITICIANS—FOLLY OF THE GOVERNMENT
PURCHASE BILL POINTED OUT BY A SHIPPING EXPERT.

All Indications é)olnt to the intention of the Government to purchase
vessels from the fleet of German steamers now interned in the various
ports of this country.

Leaving out entirely the question of international complications, which
would undoubtedly arise in the event of such purchase and operation b
the Government, and looking at the matter entirely from a practica
business point of view, the following items present themselves at once
for consideration.

I name at random a few of the steamers in question, giving tonnage,
8 in knots, and first, second, and steerage passenger accommoda-
tlons :

From the Philadelphia Public

HAMBURG-AMERICAN LINE,

Passenger accommodations.
Ton- | Bpeed
Vessel.
nage. (knots).| pyrgt. |Second.| Third- | Steer-
class. | class. | class. | age.
A4 800 550 900 1,600
14 285 200 700 2,000
1 285 200 700 | 2,000
........ 550 200 | 1,800
1 280 WL e 1,200
16 175 11U RSO, 1,000
gg 470 400 200 1,500
275 300 500 | 1,500

George Washington............. 1,450
e W iimelm T & 799
Grosser Kurfurst. .. 1,676
Barbarossa......... 1,588

ss Irene...... 1,680
Friedrich der Grosse 1,671
Kronprinzessin Cecilie 800

These vesséls are designed and constructed primarily for passenger
traffic and freight i= of secondary importance. Speed is a, necessary
requisite, in order to obtain which the lines of the steamers are very
fine and not those which give the greatest cargo capacity. Their boiler
and engine power and consequent consumption of coal are very great.
They are constructed in every way with-a view to the carrying of

assengers, and the space taken up for their accommodation is a very
arge percentage of the carrying capacity of the hull. 'To cater to the
tastes of the present first-class ocean travel they are fitted in a most
luxurious manner; in fact, they are floating hotels.

One can hardly imagine that the stupendous ignorance and want
of knowledge shown by the authorities at Washington in this matter
would go so far as to lead them to enigage in the passenger husinessi
which includes transportation of immigrants in the steerage, all o
which involves the establishment of thousands of agencies all over this
country and Europe, to say nothing of the necessarily large stewards’
de][Jartment. provisioning of the ships, and equipment of the table.

f they did not engage in the passenger traffic everything in the
equipment pertaining to this would be of worse than no use and an
encuambrance, Therefore, if they were confined to the freight trade,
the whole of this would have to be torn out and the ship adapted for
freight purposes, the expense of which would be enormous; and even if
this were done the lines and mode! of the steamer would not permit of
loading her to full capacity, and the expense of running her owing to
her engine equipment would be very high.

In view of all this, the project seems to be absolutely indefensible
}'rom a business point of view, and could only result in a very great
LECR

Imagine a fleet of this character, conducted under the able and effi-
clent management of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Posimaster
General, and the Secretary of Commerce, who are, of course, educated
by years of experience in the intricacles of conducting steamship lines.
Imagine the fleet open to favoritism in the appointments that would
be made at the instigation of Members of Congress. In fact, summing
it all up in a few words, the line would be run under the domination
of politicians. 3

1t is supposed among other things that private capital will come
forward and absorb eagerly the 40 per cent, or minority of the stock,
leaving it to be managed by the 51 per cent Government ownership,
Would any sane man invest a dollar in an enterprise so conducted ?

1t is stated to be the intention of a beneficent administration to build
up the American merchant marine. How can the few steamships that
we have left in the foreign trade contend against a Government-owned
line, which makes no charge in its operation of interest on investment
or depreciation, and which carries its own insurance, and every one of
these items has got to be considered in the long run, and when they
materialize will result in a deficit which would be met by the Treasury
and become the basis of further taxation? Even supposing—which I
do not admit—that in the abnormal condition of very high ocean rates
now prevailing there should be an apparent profif, on the return to
former and normal conditions the losses would be enormous for reasons
alrendy given,

Competition under such conditions would be still more difficult and
Impossible than it is to-day against the subsidized lines of foreizn na-
tlons, and the result would be to drive the few remaining steamships
which we have left off the ocean.

The American shipbuilders and vessel owners have shown themselves
in the‘past ecapable of competing with those of any other nation, but
they can only gﬂ so successfully where they are upon equal terms; and
the forelgn shipowner, in addition to exemption from the absurd and
onerous restrictions of our navigation laws, mainly pasred at the dictate
of the labor unlons, is additionally aided by many natlons with a sub-
sidy. which is abhorrent to many Members of Congress, and is spoken
of as aid given with the money of the people. What is the diffrrence
between the incrensed cost under a protective duty paid by the customer
on a yard of Lroadecloth and the a%glicmion of a subsidy which enables
steamship lines to be run for the benefit of all? Mainly, it is that in
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one instance the application of the duty is not seen and in the other
it is regarded as money pald directly to the steamship owner, but the
principle is exactly the same.

If by the payment of a few millions in the way of subsidy the coun-
fry can obtain the benefit of the many millions—estimated at $200,000,-
l)ti)—now paid into the coffers of foreign natioms in the wa{ of freight
money, would it not be a gain for the Nation, and eertainly in one
instance the amount so expended would be known, but in the case of a
Government owned and operated steamship line it would be infinitely
greater, and never disclosed.

If the American ships were protected In this manner it would at once
lead to the building up of the American merchant marine, and in addi-
tion to the saving of the vast sums now paid to foreign countries in
freight money our shiﬁnrﬂs would hum with Industry, where thousands
of wage earners would be employed, and the effect would be seen in
the ore beds, the coal fields, the steel plants, and all the numerous
industries which contribute to the building up of a steamship, The fleet
thus created would be truly American.

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of
order.

Mr. BOOHER. I make the point of order that the gentleman
is not discussing the bill. We are sitting here trying to get
along with the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, of course, will sustain the
point of order, and will ask the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr.
MoxperL] to confine himself to the amendment, the point of
order having been made against it. .

Mr, BARTLETT. May I inquire what the amendment is?

The CHAIRMAN, To strike out the last word.

Mr. BARTLETT. The paragraph with reference to Vicksburg
Park?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. On page 62.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Moore], when he made the motion, stated that there
was a large agricultural population in the vicinity of this park.

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyoming
is not obeying the rule.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, I insist on being protected
by the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missourli [Mr.
Boorer] makes the point of order against the gentleman from
Wyoming on the ground that he is not confining himself to the
amendment.

lJ:.tr. MONDELL. The gentleman’s point of order is not well
taken.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman to pro-
ceed in order. Under the five-minute rule, when a point of order
is made, the gentleman must confine himself to the subject
matter of the amendment,

Mr. MONDELL. I guess we had better not proceed without
a quorum if the gentleman is getting so particular.

Mr, BOOHER, The gentleman has a perfect right to make
the point of no gquorum.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming make
the point of no quorum?

Mr, MONDELL. I will make the point of no quornm if the
gentlemen are getting so nervous. I have no desire to do so
unless the gentlemen over there get nervous and touchy.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr, Chairman, I make the point of no
gqnorum.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will count.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, T withdraw the point.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNpELL] may proceed
without reference to or confining himself to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to follow the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxpeLr] for five
minuntes. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Arex-
ANDER] modifies the request by asking that he have five minutes
in which to address the committee, without reference to the
rule. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my point of order.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missonri
raises the question as to the effect of ocean freight rates on the
price which the farmer receives. The history of the last GO
days seems to make it very clear and evident that the cost of
ocean freights has, under present conditions, little or no effect
whatever on the price of the farmer’'s product. The Secretary
of the Treasury, in the more or less illuminating pamphlet
which has been frequently referred to, states it as a fact that the
price of the carriage of wheat across the Atlantic has advanced
since July from 5 cents to 20 cents a bushel. During the same
period the price of wheat has advanced all over the country
about 35 cents a bushel.

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL, I will

Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman think the rise in wheat
was due to the fact that freight rates have risen also?

Mr. MONDELL. I have not said anything of the sort.

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman’s argument would seem to
lead to that.

M‘r:-. MONDELL. The gentleman had better listen to my argu-
ment,

Mr. RUCKER. I have been listening.

Mr. MONDELL. In the face of rapidly advancing ocean
freight rates the price of wheat has advanced the country over.
In spite of the fact, as claimed by the Secretary, that there has
been a 15-cent per bushel inerease in the price of transportation,
we have shipped abroad in the last 30 days six or seven times
as much wheat as we shipped abroad in the same 30 days a year
ago. If there is any argument to be made on the basis of these
conditions, it is that the freight rate has nothing whatever to do
with the price of the farmer’s product, and that, in my opinion,
is absolutely true under the conditions that now exist, whatever
may be true under normal conditions.

Mr. RUCKER. If the gentleman will allow me——

Mr. MONDELL. Because at this time and under these circum-
stanees the price of wheat is fixed here, in the greatest wheat-
producing country in the world. Under other conditions, with
free passage of wheat from Russia and from the Balkan States
and from all the wheat-exporting countries of the world to the
general European market, it is possible that the price here is
to a large extent based on the price in Liverpool, at least, or
on the Continent., In such a case the price here is to a certain
extent, at least, the Liverpool price minus the ocean freight,

But with the channels of trade clogged, with a considerable
number of the great exporting countries not able to export at all,
with the largest supply for the world market coming from the
United States, the price of wheat is made and fixed here, with
little regard or relation fo the ocean freight rate. The fact that
the erop price for wheat fluctnates at times several cents a day,
without any change in ocean freight rates, is another evidence of
this fact. -

Mr, HOWARD. Will the gentleman please apply that argu-
ment to the price of cotton?

Mr. MONDELL. I think it applies largely to the price of
cofton.

Mr. HOWARD. Why has not cotton gone up in the same
proportion that wheat has gone up under high ocean freight
rates?

Mr. MONDELL. There has not been the same demand.
There have been as many ships for cotton as there have been
for wheat. There has not been as great an increase in the
freight rate——

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman——

Mr. MONDELL. Please let me answer your question. There
has not been as great an advance in the rate on cotton as there
has on wheat, and yet the price of wheat has advanced much
more than the price of cotton has. So that, applying it to the
cotton situation——

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman permit another question
right there? Does the gentleman think that the charge of $16
to §18 per bale for cotton is going to stimulate the demand of
the cotton factors in England and Germany?

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think it makes a vast amount of
difference under these war conditions, because they are buying
cotton only as they must have it, and they must have a cer-
tain amount without regard te what it costs to carry it across
the gea.

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. MONDELL. All this is preliminary to what I really
wanted to say. You can not expect this administration to be
logieal. It would be expecting altogether too much. The
Secretary of the Treasury and the President, in insisting on a
ship-purchase bill, argue that they want it in the interest of
the farmer.

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONDELL. I can not yield.

The CHAIRMAN, The five minutes of the gentleman from
Wyoming have expired, -

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that I may have
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex-
tended five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. SMITH of New York. Reserving the right to object, I
should like to ask how long the debate on this paragraph is
going to continue?

The CHATRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inguiry, and
the Chair can not answer it
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Mr. BARTLETT. T ask unanimous consent that the debate
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to
10 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto be limited to 10 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. RUCKER. Reserving the right to object, I want to
know if the gentleman from Wyoming gets five minutes more,
he will yield to me for a question?

Mr. MONDELL. I thought I had been granted the privilege
of proceeding five minutes.

Mr. RUCKER. Oh, no; I reserved the right to object.

Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BARTLETT. Has debate been limited?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair just stated the question, and
the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Washing-
ton reserved the right to object. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Wyoming?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have no objection, but I
would like to have five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. The gen-
tleman from Georgia asks unanimous consent that all debate
on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto close in 10
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and the gentleman from Wpyoming is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. MONDELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. RUCKER].

Mr. RUCKER. I want to ask the gentleman from Wyoming
if I correctly understood him to say that the normal rate of 5
cents being increased to 30 cents on freight rates the farmer
could get as much for his wheat as if the rate was the normal
rate of 5 cents? -

Mr. MONDELL. I said that the events of the last 60 days—
a constantly increasing freight rate and a constantly increasing
price for wheat—would seem to demonstrate beyond gquestion
that under these conditions the cost of ocean freightage had
nothing to do with the price which the farmer receives for his
wheat. The spot price on the Chicago market is to-day from
$1.62 to $1.65 a bushel, and that in face of advance in ocean
freight rates of 15 cents since July,

But, Mr. Chairman, I have another point that I want to dis-
cuss. I want to discuss the delightful and lovely consistency of
this Democratic administration. Wheat is $1.65 a bushel spot.
People all over the country are threatened with an increased
cost of bread per loaf or a reduction of the size of the loaf.

Mr. MADDEN. It has gone up 2 cents a loaf now.

Mr. MONDELL. The administration is just now trying to
discover why wheat is so high—investigating the high price.
The Department of Labor is, I am told and I think properly,
much exercised on behalf of the poor people of the couniry be-
cause bread is so high. In this condition of affairs are we to
understand that the President wants the people of the United
States to buy $30,000,000 worth of ships and run them at a loss
in order to make wheat 15 cents a bushel higher all over the
country and bread a penny more a loaf., That is what will
certainly happen if this theory that the reduction in ocean
freight rates will increase the price of wheat by the amount of
the reduction.

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONDELL, Yes.

Mr. MARTIN. Is this a part of the Democratic administra-
tion promise to reduce the cost of living?

Mr. MONDELL. That is about the way the administration
has kept its promises to reduce the cost of living.

Mr. DECKER. Will the gentleman yield?

+ Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. DECKER. Do I understand that the gentleman would
rather have the high price of freight rates and wheat go to the
ocean carrying trade than to the farmers of this country?

Mr. MONDELL. I have told the gentleman several times
that, in my opinion, it does not make a particle of difference
under the present conditions what it costs to earry this wheat
across the water, as the price is fixed here. In the face of
these high ocean rates the price of wheat continues to advance.
But, if the theory of your administration is correct and a re-
duction through Government-owned ships in the freight rate
would increase the price of wheat by the amount of the reduc-
tion, then you would raise the price of wheat all over the
country, increase the cost of living to all the people all over
the land, and make it more difficult than it is now—and it is
difficult enough now, the Lord knows—for the poor people to
live under this Democratic administration.

The situation is this: Our experience since the European war
began is that the price of wheat here is based on an abnormal
demand, and we, as the largest source of supply, fix the price
without regard to ocean freights. But if the theory advanced
by the administration, and supported by the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Arexanper], that the farmer is losing on his
wheat the amount of the increased ocean freights is correct,
ghen the administration’s ship-purchase plan could be stated as
ollows:

The administration desires the American people to approve
the selling of bonds for the purchase of ships to be run at a
loss, the deficit to be paid by the people, in order to make the
price of wheat and bread higher all over the country.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr, Chairman, so far as the economic
question involved is concerned, it does not matter whether the
ships are Government owned or privately owned. The question
is whether or not there is sufficient tonnage to move our com-
merce in the foreign trade at reasonable rates. Hence this -
argument about whether they should be Government-owned
ships or not is entirely aside from the merits of the question
and is so much nonsense in which the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. HumpHREY], the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Moore], and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxDELL]
so frequently indulge. To say it is a matter immaterial to the
farmers or the merchants or the manufacturers what the ocean
freight rates may be on their commeodities entering into our
foreign commerce is nothing short of a monstrous proposition.

The fact that there is a foreign war, that there is an increased
demand for our commodities, does not change the economic
principle involved. This has been a vital question for years
past. Increased ocean freight rates caused by combinations be-
tween the shipping interests have materially and injuriously
affected the extension of our foreign commerce. Will anyone
say that the fact that we could under normal conditions prior
to the war in Europe transport a bushel of wheat from Duluth
to Liverpool at 5 cents a bushel did not affect the price of the
wheat of the farmer in the Northwest? I do not think anybody
would be stupid enongh to make any such contention as that.
Would he have gotten the same price if the cost of transporta-
tion had been 30 cents per bushel instead of 5 cents per bushel?

Mr; FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ALEXANDER. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Does not the gentleman think that the freight
rate has been affected by the faet that the oceans have been
mined and the carrying is hazardous?

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think that is truoe and may justify
increase in part over the normal rates. I do not say that the
increase in the freight rate has resulted in loss to the wheat
farmer and the cotton grower alone.

Mr. FESS. Has not the insurance gone up a great deal, and
have not certain companies refused to insure at all?

Mr., ALEXANDER. The insurance rate has increased some-
what, it is true. The increased costs to the shipowners since
the war in Europe began do not amount to 25 per cent of the
increase in ocean freight rates.

Mr. FESS. Suppose the Government has all these ships,
would not the Government charge a higher price in time of
war than in time of peace?

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think so, to cover the increased costs,
whatever they may be. If the Government should cut the
present rates in two on many commodities, and I believe the
Government could do that and the rate would be remunerative,
does the gentleman not admit it would have some influence on
the price received by the farmer, manufacturer, and exporter
for the commodity?

Mr. FESS. It might have to some extent; yes.

Mr. ALEXANDER. That is what I think, too; but I do
not think it would equal the difference. The contention of
these gentlemen is that it is a matter of indifference to the
exporter, the farmer, and the manufacturer in this country
what the ocean-freight rate is, that it does not affect the price
at which they sell their commodities. That is the contention
against which I enter an emphatic protest. It is not eco-
nomiecally sound.

Mr., PLATT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes.

Mr. PLATT. As a matter of fact, given a constant demand,
is it not a matter of absolute indifference? If the price for cot-
ton and grain remains the same on the other side, is it not a
matter of absolute indifference?

Mr, ALEXANDER. I think not. If the demand was con-
stant and wheat worth $1 per bushel in Liverpool, I would
think it of vital interest to the producer whether the freight
rate was 5 cenis or 20 per bushel on wheat.




3014

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

‘FEBRUARY 10,

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman think that a reduetion
in the price of the rate by 15 cents a bushel would immediately
raise the price of wheat in the United States to the same
amount? .

Mr. ALEXANDER. No; not to cover the difference; but the
southern cotton grower is now receiving about 8% cents a pound
for cotton. That same cotton in Bremen is worth from 18 to 21
cents a pound. The difference is absorbed in the ocean freight
rates. If the ocean freight rates were cut in two, according to
the position of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]
and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxpeLL], the cotton
farmer would not receive 1 cent more for his cotton.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I say to the gentleman that the freight
rate from here to Germany has gone up from $1.50 a bale to $18
a bale?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes; and yet these great economists
claim that it does not influence the price of cotton.

Mr. MADDEN. Can the gentleman say whether the cotton
farmer really owns the cotton now?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes: a great deal of it.

Mr. ALEXANDER. It does not matter, so far as the eco-
nomic question is concerned, whether he owns it or not. I sup-
pose American citizens own the cotton; and it is material to the
prosperity of this country whether the surplus cotton crop sold
in the foreign market sells for 8% or 12 cents per pound or
whether the companies engaged in transporting the cotton to
the foreign market absorb the difference in increased freight
rates., They are mostly foreign companies, and the profits go to
the foreign companies. :

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN. If the present carrying rate were cut in two,
or one-half, as the gentleman has suggested, how much, in his
judgment, would it affect the price of wheat?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Would that diminish the demand abroad?

Mr. MARTIN. How much would that affect the price of
wheat in this country?

Mr, ALEXANDER. I think it would increase the price.

Mr. MARTIN. How much?

Mr. ALEXANDER. I could not say.

Mr. MARTIN. Does the gentleman think that at the present
prices of wheat it would be just to the general people of the
United States to have those prices advanced at this time?

Mr. ALEXANDER. If I understand it, the gentleman repre-
sents an agricultural district, as I do, and I take it from his
question that he thinks the farmer is getting quite enough for
his wheat. .

Mr. MARTIN. I am asking the gentleman whether he thinks
that would be a good economic proposition in the United States?

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think it would increase the cost of
living.

Mr. MARTIN. Does the gentleman think that is a good thing
at the present time?

Mr. ALEXANDER. No, if the farmer is getting a fair price;
but I am not willing that the difference should be absorbed by
the ocean carriers, and I am not willing that those who ore
championing the interests of the Shipping Trust shall stand up
here day after day and assert that such a monstrous doctrine as
that the cost of transportation is no concern of the producer is
sound political economy.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes.

Mr. MOORE. I do not think the gentleman intends to name
anybody who has any particular interest in the Shipping Trust.
I do not think the gentleman would go that far; but I would
like to ask the gentleman this, whether he and I differ on this
question that the farmer who sends his wheat abroad in pres-
ent conditions does not pay the freight, but the foreigner does?
I have contended that the foreigner pays the freight, and that
seems to be the point of difference between the gentleman and
myself.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Literally, the foreigner does pay the
freight, but the gentleman says this does not influence the price
of the farmer's commodity.

Mr. MOORE. Then the gentleman clearly misunderstood
what I was saying—that it was a mistake for anybody in this
country to undertake to influence the farmer into the belief
that he did pay the freight,

Mr. ALEXANDER. I have not a farmer in my district who
has not sense enough to know that increased ocean freight rates
influence the price of his products sold abroad.

Mr. MOORE. But he does not pay the freight.

AMr. ALEXANDER. For the benefit of the gentlemen on the
other side who seem to be so indifferent to the welfare of the
farmer, and would have the farmer believe that the cost of
getting his products to the markets of the world is of no in-

terest to him, although we depend on his cotton and grain sold
in the foreign market to give us our trade balance, and for the
benefit of the calamity howlers on that side, I shall incorporate
with my remarks an address made by Mr. James A. Farrell,
president of the United States Steel Corporation, in Pittsburgh
on February 8, and call their attention particularly to the state-
ment of Mr. Farrell that the farm wealth of the United States
this year probably will exceed $10,000,000,000, and that the

United States excess of exports over imports for 1915 may

easily reach $1,000,000,000, and his further statement that the

balance of trade in favor of the United States for January of
this year is at the rate of $1,500,000,000 a year. I give Mr.

Farrell’s statement as published in the Washington Post of

February 9:

Bic TrADE BooMm NEAR—J. A. FARRELL, STEEL CORPORATION HEAD,
S8EEs PrOSPERITY—P0INTS TO HUGE ExrorT5—URGES EMPLOYERS TO
COOPEEATE AND CREATE WORE FOR JOBLESS—ASSERTS THAT FARM
WEALTH OF UNITED STATES THIS YEAR PrOBABLY WILL EXCEED
£10,000,000,000—CrTEs RAPID REVIVAL IN STEEL BUSINESS—" TALK
CoURAGE, CONFIDENCE, AND COOPERATION,” HIS ADVICE TO PENNSYL-
VANIA ENGINEERS.

PitrseurcH, PA., February 8.

Courage and cooperation in business and confidence in a restoration
of pros&orlty was the advice expressed by James A. Farrell, president
of the United States Steel Corporation, in an address before the Engi-
neers' Soclety of Western Pennsylvania here to-night.

Among reasons for encouragement Mr. Farrell quoted ‘ eminent
European and American authorities” as calculating that the United
States excess of exports over imports in 1915 may easily reach $£1,000,-
000,000, and he declared that the balance of trade in favor of the
United States for the opening month of the year is at the rate of
$1,500,000,000 a year,

TEN BILLIONS FARM WEALTH.

% The years of greatest prosperity in the United States have been
when the balances were largely in our favor,” asserted Mr, Farrell.
“1t is not imprudent fo predict that our total farm values for the
current year, for the first time in the annals of this or any other coun-
try, will pass the $10,000,000,000 mark.

“1 feel safe ih saying that if you will strain a point just now ani
trade a little more with each other and talk encouragingly as to condi-
tions, rather than pessimistically, the business of the country will take
on a momentum which will carry us into better times, and what is more
important, create more employment for labor. Our best effort should
be put forth to stimulate actiﬂ%y in business, and do everything prac-
ticable to increase the number of working people not only in the indus-
trl‘es in this community, but throughout the whole country.

‘ The elements of prosperity are at hand; the developments from day
to day are favorable. The steel trade has been called the barometer of
business ; there is a marked increase in orders and in operations; more
men are obtaining employment and the trade movement is progressing
and encoumg‘lnq, and we should do everything practicable to sustain
and advance it.

Mr, Farrell said that up to within a few weeks “ It seemed as if the
prospects of a material improvement in business were doubtful, but
apparently the tide has turned, and each day records a marked improve-
ment In the general situation.”

It seems to me,” he continued, “ that the time has come when coop-
eration should manifest Itself among business men, to bring aboul
conditions which will result in a larger employment of labor.

SHOULD CREATE WORK,

“As business men let us give our attention to solving industrial unre.s;
by creating work, by toiling and spinning, and creating a normal circu-
lation in the arteries of commerce. In my judgment a campaign for the
constructive ugbuildlng of the business of our country om a scale com-
mensurate with modern needs and opportunities should be inaugurated,
Our problems are national, our opgor ities are national ; let us hear
guogﬁ :r sg:ggugtcoménon sense, al: ls?e iﬁ we:i can Mtimt back to work,

ent and governmental inclination unmistakably favor a
live-and-let-live attitude toward business. i

“ Whatever may be the political outcome of the European war, it Is
of vital consequence to America’s future position that advantage be
taken of the present opportunity to exploit the products of American
E:l?i:etitgq', enterprise, and quality, to establish a firm foothold in foreign

SEES HUGE TRADE BALANCE.

There Is a strong sentiment, Mr. Farrell said, for coordinated effort
in trade actlvitles. Confidence In the business future of the country, he
declared, is growing, and a balance of trade is piling up that will piace
the business of the country on firm foundations.

“ We are the only Nation at the present time in position to assume
the rdle of the world's banker,” he sald. “American dollars will be
spent in America this summer as never before. The outlook for ralsing

ew York to first place among the financial centers of the world i
declared by able bankers to be something substantially more tang‘lblg
than a dream. Money is plentiful and low rates obtaln. Cotton has
recovered in price from 63 cents in October to fully 83 cents per pound
to-day. Shipments to date exceed 4,000,000 bales, or two-thirds of the
corresponding total of a year ago.

RATE DECISION A HELP.

“The United States is to-day the chlef granary of Europe. Thg(frlces
received should insure for our farming population an unprecedented
measure of prosperity, and it has come to be an American axiom that
when our farmers are prosperous the whole country prospers.

“The Interstate Commerce Commission's decision in the eastern rate
case has raised the drogglng spirits of the railroads, as has been tangl-
bly reflected by increased orders for material,

“ There is less clamor for indiscriminate governmental suits against
corporations, and we may reasonably hope that honestly conducted
enterprise will hereafter be allowed to carry on their legitimate fune-
tions without fear of political or legal harassment."

RESUME NXEW CONSTRUCTION WORK.

Mr. Farrell announced the resumption of new constructlon work by
the Bteel Corporation in closlng his address in the following words :

“ Last year we suspended all operations on new construction in this
district ; as evidence of our faith in the immediate future we have de-

cided to proceed with that work at once, in order that we may be pre-
pared for greater things.”
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And as the Government ship-purchase bill has been discussed
so flippantly by some of the gentlemen on the other side I shall
incorporate as part of my remarks an editorial in the Wash-
ington Post of February 7, which I commend to the considera-
tion of all true friends of an American merchant marine in con-
trast with the views of these gentlemen.

[From the Washington Post, February 7, 1915.]
THE UNITED STATES NEEDS ITS OWN MERCHANT MARINE.

The protnns?d debate of the shipping bill in the Senate is focusing the
attention of the entire population of the United States upon the need of
an American merchant marine and causing the masses of the people to
understand the reasons that the Congress has not established one in the

st.
ml'rivate capital has not provided a merchant marine for this country,
because private cagital has no motive to enter such field except for
guin, and gain could only be obtained for private cag‘tal in that field b;
union and cooperation with forei shippine% combines or else thro
subsidies from the Government of the United States.

Private capital knows full well that it can not and will not establish
an American merchant marine without the aid of public cash contributed
in some way, form, or manner by the Government.

It is to the interests of foreign shipping combincs that no American
merchant marine be established.

1t Is to the financial interest of powerful representatives in this coun-
try of foreigm slﬂfplng—commerclal and finanecial interests—that no
Ameriean merchant marine be established unless they can control it,
save their European allies from American competition, and make such
rates for freight and passengers as will afford them large profits. ~

They are entirely willing to draw finaneial aid from our Government
if the control of the marine is tgiveu them.

The Post is an opponent of Government ownership in all flelds of
action in which private enterprise and private capital can secure fair
and reasonable returns upon such enterprise and capital by rendering
efficlent, honest, faithful service to the people at fair and reasgnable
cost to them,

But here is a fleld in which private eapital has failed for 50 years to
provide such service for the American people.

Here is a field that American private eapital has left open to foreign-
ers for half a century, and now, when it is proposed that its own Gov-
ernment shall become the creator of such a marine, private capital
enters a vigorous protest,

The bill before Con provides that of the capitalization of the
proposed corporation the Government shall control 51 per cent and the
other 49 per cent may be offered to private capital as an investment.

If private capital desires only investment, here is its opportunity.

If private capital desires to exploit the Government, it can not do it
under this bill.

‘If private capital desires to wax fat by exercising control while the
Government furnishes the expense money for the operation of the
marine, this is not the bill it wants.

The Government of the United States must furnish the financial aid
and the Government of the United States must control, and if thaf
control means Government ownership of this marine then the Post
accepts that principle in this case, knowing full well that private
capiltal can not do the work alonme and that the Republic needs the
marine,

In the above the Post speaks of private capital that might invest In
a merchant marine if the Government would kindly put up the money
to operate the ships, 51\?2 it control, and allow it to establish the
routes, fix the rates, and declare itself good dividends,

* But_the Post can not and does mot speak for such private capital,
limited to a few hundred millions of dollars at the utmost.

The Post does speak for the billions of dollars of private capital in-
vested in the farms of the United States by millions of honest, hard-
working farmers, who have been for years deprived of transportation
upon the ocean at reasonable rates.

The Post does speak for billions of dollars of American private capi-
tal invested in the timber, the mines, and the manufacturigg glnnts
of the United States, capital that is now being severel{, injur the

marine owned or controlled by the United States.

The Post does speak on the behalf of the billions of dollars of trade
that would come to American manufacturers from the markets of for-
elgn countries if such a marine were created.

he Post does speak for the great prosperity of the millions of Ameri-
can workingmen who would be benefited by the manufacturers belendg
freed from the exactions of forelgn shipping combines, owned, operated,
and controlled by the same financial forces which are so ready to close
foreign markets to our manufacturers.

The Post in its advocacy of a Government-controlled merchant ma-
rine stands for the interests of 90 é}er cent of the private capital of
the United States and for those of 99 per eent of the population.

The Clerk read as follows:

Vicksburg National Military Park: For continuing the establishment
of the park; compensation of civililan commissioners; engineer and
clerk, labor, iron gun carriages, mountinig of siege ﬁn]:ms, memorials,
monuments, markers, and historical tablets giving bhistorical facts,
compiled without praise and without censure; maps, surveys, roads,
bridges, restoration of earthworks, purchase of lands, purchase and
;%aengggrtation of supplies and materials; and other necessary expenses,

lack of a merchant

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, there has been a good deal
said about the effect of freight rates on the price of wheat, and
without attempting to analyze what the effect of freight rates
is on the price of wheat, I undertake to say that if the Govy-
ernment should by any chance be authorized to buy the ships
which the President of the United States proposes to buy, the
United States Government could not haul the freight for a less
price than it is being hauled now without losing money; and
the people of this country would find themselves in the position
of having been taxed $40,000,000 to buy ships and taxed many
more million dollars to pay the losses incurred by the operation
of those ships if the Government undertakes to carry freight
it the rates indieated by gentlemen on this floor. Now, every-
body knows, because of the war abroad, that the insurance on

ships and eargoes is much higher than it would be in normsl
times, Everybody knows—

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. No; I can not yield. I am only going to take
a minute or so. Everybody knows that every ship that carries
a eargo abroad is obliged to take a war risk. Everybody knows
that every ship that goes abroad is obliged to wait from 20
to 30 days before it can munload, and anybody with any busi-
ness experience knows that you can not operate a sghip of any
size, whether it be lying at the dock or sailing on the sea, for
less than about $1,000 a day. Now, everybody must realize
there are no cargoes to come back, so that a ship leaving an
American port for a European port with a cargo must add to
the freight charge for the carrying of that cargo not only the
cost of moving the cargo from America to Europe, but for
every day’s delay while waiting for an opportunity to unload
and for the operation of the ship on the return voyage without
a dollar's worth of freight on board. Now, if the Government
of the United States can go into the eleemosynary business,
taking the money out of the pockets of the overburdened idle
people of America to run a philanthropic institution, and carry
freight for half what it costs and tax the people to make up the
loss, it is time that somebody somewhere had the courage to
protest against the enactment of such a scheme.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph carries an appro-
priation of £36,000 and the one preceding carries an appropria-
tion of $45,000, making a sum of $81,000 for these national parks,
Gettysburg and Vicksburg. Those two battle fields, from the
standpoint of the history of the United States, were really the
turning points in the Civil War, and probably the most histor-
ical as well as significant of any or all the battles fought in our
history. The Vicksburg battle was fought, or the siege finally
ended, on July 4, 1863, but the battle ended July 3, while the
surrender was not until the next day. The Battle of Gettysburg
was fought July 1, 2, and 3, the same month and the same year.
The two struggles represent probably the greatest effort on the
part of the two soldieries in that great strife, and it seems to
me that the Government is doing a magnificent thing in main-
taining these two historie battle fields as commemorating places
of that great struggle. The Battle of Vicksburg was the culmina-
tion, however, of a series of battles, designed to open the Mis-
gissippi River, one of the objective points of the Union forces.
Grant had fought at Belmont and then, on February 6, 1862, he
fought at Fort Henry. One of the most important of the early
struggles in the West was the Battle of Fort Donelson, on the
16th of February, where Grant received the surrender of Gen.
Buckner, up to that time the largest army to surrender in the
New World. Then he fought the Battle of Shiloh on April 6 and
T of the same year, This contest is known as Pittsburgh Landing
and was an important engagement, because of the death of Albert
Sidney Johnston. The Battle of Shiloh was followed by the Bat-
tle of Tuka, September 19; then the Battle of Corinth in Octo-
ber. From October, 1862, on until the middle of the summer in
July, 1863, we saw that great piece of strategy on the Missis-
sippi River in an effort to open the Mississippi River. The upper
Mississippi had been opened by Island No. 10, and the lower
Mississippi had been opened by the Battle of New Orleans in
April, 1862. The siege of Vicksburg almost completed the one
great object of the Western Army; only a single strategic point
was left, which was surrendered soon after. The campaign in
the East, of which Gettysburg was the culmination, commenced
on the 4th of April, 1862, by the siege of Yorktown, under Me-
Clellan. On the 5th of May was fought the Battle of Williams-
burg, where Hooker won the title Fighting Joe. After this the
struggle at Hanover Court House took place. :

Then, on the last day of May, came the Battle of Fair Oaks,
or Seven Pines, where Joseph E. Johnston, one of the great gen-
erals of the South, was wounded, and his place was taken by the
peerless southern leader, Robert E. Lee. Lee had been already
in the service as a subordinate officer, but at this place he comes
to the head of the command, and from May 31 and June 1, after
the Battle of Fair Oaks, we have this tremendous struggle in
the east that will see the Battles of Mechaniesville, Gaines
Mill, Savage Station, Fraziers Farm, and Malvern Hill. These
were followed by the Battles of Antietam, of Fredericksburg,
and of Chancellorsville; and finally the struggle culminated in
this great Battle of ‘Gettysburg. At Chancellorsville the daring
Stonewall Jackson fell, Antietam is said to have induced the
emancipation proclamation. So I say ‘that the Nation is doing
a magnificent thing when it makes this annual appropriation to
maintain these two great fields as public parks, that generations
to come may Tead the records of valiant service for the Nation
we love. The battle field of Gettysburg in some ways is the
most remarkable park we have in our Nation. I am glad that
the Nation has safeguarded it; that we have not permitted the
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trolley line to go across that battle field, although it does go on
e outer edges of it. For the convenience of the publie, but not
or mere profit, there is a system of magnificent boulevards
yvinding through every part of it, passing points of historic sig-
Eﬁcance, where deeds of daring on either side took place. All
ong either side of the boulevards we find the markers, and
if you are inclined to know what occurred at the various parts
of the field you may read the history, printed upon these tablets—
a fairly complete account, impartially written, so that we know
exactly where the various forces of the two armies were located.
Aside from these markers are placed all over the field monu-
ments showing the location of troops. . Generally, these are
placed by States. One place in the park, as everybody here
probably knows, is called “ The high-water mark of the Rebel-
lion.” As you stand in front of it you read, as it appears in a
tablet in the form of an open book, of the remarkable effort of
Pickett as he undertook to make this great charge about 4
o'clock in the afternoon of the 3d of July.

It is said that the night before, in the tent of Gen. Lee, a
plan was arranged whereby some one was to make an effort
to break the center of the Union Army. Two days of severe
fighting had ended, one in favor of the Confederate and the
other, the second day, in favor of the Union forces. The general
in command of the Confederate lines sought to break the Union
center, held by Meade with Hancock, who on the second day was
wounded. Between the timber, where Gen. Lee was located with
his headquarters, and the clump of bushes as Lee's objective stood
the barn which played an important part, as it served to divide
his forces on the march. It is said that when the general asked
for some one to make this daring effort, Gen. Longstreet felt that
it would be an assured defeat, and was not in favor of attempt-
ing it. Gen. Pickett—who, by the way, was appointed, as I
recall, to West Point by President Lincoln when Mr. Lincoln was
a Member of this House in 1846—had just arrived with his
troops, fresh, not yet having been in the actual fight. He
wanted to make the charge. I believe that the description of it
that has been given by Mrs. Pickett, known as the child bride
of the Confederacy, who had gone through this war with her
husband, Gen. Pickett, is one of the most graphic and inter-
esting accounts in all military history. When you stand at
the Bloody Angle near the small clump of bushes, the objective
point of that gallant band, and hear men who are conversant
with what took place describe the heroism that they witnessed
at that particular spot on both sides of the struggle, the Blue
and the Gray, there is not a man, North or South, that does not
feel proud that he is a citizen of the American Nation. [Ap-
plause.] I think it is a very wise thing to make this appro-
priation for those two battle fields as well as for the other
battle fields provided for in this bill. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio
has expired.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorb.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

Th> Clerk read as follows:

For Improvement, care, and maintenance of various reservations

including maintenance, repair, and operation of two mntor—prope].led
Eggs{e)gger-cnrrying vehicles to be used only for official purposes,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 65, in line 9, after the word *“of " insert the words * one
horse-drawn and.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, the officer in charge of
the public buildings and grounds of Washington has a horse-
drawn vehicle as well as two motor-propelled passenger-carry.
ing vehieles mentioned in this paragraph, and this is to make
it possible to maintain that vehicle under this appropriation.

Mr. MANN. What is the amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-
ment.

The amendment was again reported.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For care and improvement of the portion of Potomac Park east of the

railrond embaukment, $10,000,

Mr, MANN. I move to strike out the last word. May I ask
what is intended to be done with that portion of Potomac Park
east of the embankment? There was some discussion in the
papers, at least, and I think among the officials, of a proposi-
tion to provide various kinds of park playgrounds over there.

Mr., FITZGERALD. They intend fto put in some baseball
diamonds this year, and they propose some tennis courts. That
is all that will be done at this time.

Mr. MANN. While I do not play tennis, I have noticed
with great pleasure that they have put a lot of new tennis courts
in west of the Washington Monument grounds, along the road-
way there,

Mr. FITZGERALD. They have 15 or 16 courts there, which
are occupied continuously during the time that the season is
open.

Mr. MANN. Yes,

Mr. FITZERALD. The hope is that eventually Potomac Park
will be provided with facilities to be the great recreation center
of the city of Washington. A portion of the embankment is
particularly well adapted to that purpose. An attempt is being
made at present to have the street railroad company run tracks
around there, so as to provide some facilities of access to per-
sons who are not able to have their own convevances.

Mr. MANN. I think it is very desirable to have a street car
line of some sort to carry passengers there. But where is the
street car line to run? The gentleman said around the embank-
ment.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Under the bridge.

Mr. MANN. Where is it expected that the street car line
may be put?

Mr, FITZGERALD. The gentleman will recall—

Mr. MANN. I know the exact situation there fully, as far
as the grounds are concerned.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is to run around the embankment, to
make a loop. , ;

Mr. MANN. Is it to go up to the river on one side and come
back on the other?

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; not as far as the river, I think, but
to make a loop in there.

Mr.i MANN. Just to get to the nearest portion of the park, I
take it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just around the railroad embankment,

Mr. MANN. They can not get in on the east side of the
embankment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is hoped to provide facilities so that
persons who desire to do so ean come right into the park.

Mr, MANN. They can come in on the west side on the street
car line now.

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the various plans discussed it was
proposed eventually, if it met with the approval of Congress, to
erect there a shelter—a house which would afford accommoda-
tions for persons participating in games—and to have facilities
appropriate for such purposes. It was thought it would be
possible, if Congress approved, to establish a public golf course,
a number of baseball diamonds, a number of tennis courts,
places for croquet, and other out-of-door sports. And while no
attempt is to be made to expend any large sum of money at
any one time, it is thought that by degrees these facilities may
be provided at very small expense, so that the city may utilize
a very desirable public place for public amusement purposes.
I think it would be a great boon to Washington to have such
a recreation place in one of the most delightful parts of the
city, and it would be an improvement that would probably meet
with the approval of the people of the country generally. The
sentiment of communities has changed largely in recent years,
and more and more the feeling is growing that the publie parks
should be used for recreation purposes.

It is to be hoped that by degress the Potomae Park will be
utilized in the manner most desirable.

Mr, Chairman, the House is to recess at 5.30, and I move that
the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr., Crisp, Chairman of the
Comimittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill
H. R. 21318, the sundry civil appropriation bill, and bad come
to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consenf, leave of absence was granted@ as fol-
lows:

To Mr. BurcEess, indefinitely, on account of illness of his wife.

To Mr. TaacuER, for six days, on account of important busi-
ness. d
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his appgoval the following bills:

H. R.19424. An act to extend the time for the completion of
the municipal bridge at St. Louis, Mo.; ;

H. RR. 20818. An act to authorize the Brunot Island Bridge Co.
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the back
channel of the Ohio River; and 4 -

H. R.20933. An act extending the time for completion of the
bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., author-
ized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the Arkansas &
Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis,
Tenn.,” approved August 23, 1912, :

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR THIS EVENING.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. PETERSON] to preside as Speaker pro tempore to-
night.

INCREASING PRICES AND COSTS.

Mr. J. I. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a statement by
the Hon. CHARLES A. LinpeErGH before the Commission on In-
dustrial Relations in the city of New York, February 5, 1915,
on the subject of increasing prices and costs, and suggesting a
remedy.

. TheySPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing
a speech by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINDBERGH]
before the Commission on Industrial Relations in the city of
New York, February 5, 1915. Is there objection?
~ There was no objection.

RECESS.

The SPEAKER. TUnder the order of the House, the House
stands in recess until 8 o'clock to-night.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by |

the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PETERSON, at 8 o'clock p. m.
THE PRIVATE CALENDAR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the special order, the
Clerk will eall the bills on the Private Calendar, beginning with
Calendar No. 405.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that gen-
tlemen be given the opportunity to object after the title of the
bill is read, and then,.if they desire to object again affer the
bill is read, they will have that opportunity also. That has been
the custom that has usually been adopted recently, when we
have been proceeding in this way by unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it will be
so ordered. The Clerk will report the first bill on the Private
Calendar, beginning with No. 405.

MANDAN TOWN AND COUNTRY CLUB.

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill 8.
5254, anthorizing the Secretary of the Interior, in his discre-
tion, to sell and convey a certain tract of land to the Mandan
Town and Country Club.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to sell and convey to the Mandan
Town and Country Club, of Mandan, N. Dak., at a price of not less
than $30 per acre, the below-described land: In section 33, in town-
ghip 139 north, of range 81 west, of the fifth principal meridian, be-
ginning at a point 1,120 feet due east from the northwest cormer of
the southeast quarter of sald section 33; thence running due south 400
feet ; thence running due east 300 feet; thence running due north 400
feet ; thence running due west 300 feet to the startlnﬁ point, conmmlng
29 acres, more or less: Provided, That if the said Mandan Town an
Country Club should at any time attemFt to use said tract of land for
any other purpose than that of recreation or attempt to sell, lease, or
convey sald tract, the land shall revert to the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, as I
understand the Government paid $30 an acre for this land at
what time? ‘

Mr. NORTON. About three years ago.

Mr. MANN. That is, they paid $30 an acre for a tract of
land including this land?

Mr. NORTON. Yes; 160 acres in all. This tract of 160 acres
of land was, I believe, donated to the Government by citizens
of Mandan.

Mr. MANN.

The report says that the Government paid that
for it.

Of course I do not know what the facts may be.
LII—222

Mr. NORTON. The whole tract is included in the land set
apart for the Northern Great Plains Experiment Station, located
near Mandan, N. Dak.

Mr. MANN. The genfleman says the citizens there pur-
chased the land?

Mr. NORTON. Yes; I am under that impression.

Mr. MANN. And donated it to the Government?

Mr, NORTON. Yes. ;

Mr. MANN. The report, then, is incorrect when it says that
the price paid by the Government was $30 an acre?

Mr. NORTON. I do not understand that that is the way the
Government at first secured title.

Mr. MANN. Is this land worth any more or less than the
average of the land? :

Mr. NORTON. This particular tract lies along on the south
side of the Heart River, about three-quarters of a mile from
the Northern Pacific depot in Mandan. It is about a quarter of
a mile directly north from the experiment-station buildings.
It is rough, hilly land. It is not suitable for use by the experi-
ment station. Last spring I went over this particular tract of
land with Mr. Peterson, who is in charge of the station, and
examined it very carefully. At that time Mr. Peterson stated
that the station had other grounds sufficient for its use, and
that he did not believe that the station would ever have use for
this particular tract on account of its topography and the very
poor character of its soil. He was very much in favor of having
it transferred to the Town and Country Club, which has a tract
of land for its club grounds just across the river and directly
north of this small tract.

“ Mr. MANN. The title of this land is not in the Agricultural
Department?

Mr. NORTON. No; the title of the land is in the United
States.

Mr. MANN. It is under the Department of Agriculture?

Mr. NORTON. Yes; it is under the supervision of the De-
partment of Agriculture.

Mr. MANN. In some cases it would be the Secretary of Agri-
culture that would make the deed if a deed were made. I notice
the bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior, who, it is
true, usually makes deeds to Government lands, is to make the
deed to this land. :

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman
that last spring I took up this particular question with the
Secretary .of Agriculture, with the Secretary of the Interior,
and with the Attorney General. I asked the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Secretary of the Interior and the Secrefary of
Agriculture whether the bill should provide that the transfer
be made by the Secretary of the Interior or by the Secretary of
Agriculture. The Attorney General wrote me to the effect
that either the Secretary of Agriculture or the Secretary of the
Interior might transfer this title, and that perhaps, according
to custom, it would be best to have the authority to make the
transfer given to the Secretary of the Interior.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gen-
tleman a question. When was this land purchased by the Gov-
ernment?

Mr. NORTON. About three years ago.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. From whom was it purchased?

Mr. NORTON. As I now recall that matter, the land was
purchased by the citizens of Mandan and donated to the Fed-
eral Government,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is not in keeping with the
report of the committee. The committee reports that the bill
provides that the land out of which this land shall be sold
shall not be at less than $30 per acre, the price paid by the
Government at the time of establishing this station.

Mr. NORTON. I understand that, but I doubt whether that
is altogether correct. It may be that the citizens purchasing
this land for the experiment station were subsequently partly
reimbursed. However, I think that that is quite immaterial
as far as the transfer provided for in this bill is concerned.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What improvements have been put
upon it by the Government since its purchase?

Mr. NORTON. No improvements whatever. The Mandan
Town and Country Club desires this particular tract of land
for the purpose of building its clubhouse upon it. This tract
of land is higher and is a much more sanitary, pleasing, and
beautiful site for the location of a clubhouse than is the land
just north of the river now owned by the Town and Country
Club.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Two and three-quarter acres of land
will not make a very extensive country club.
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Mr. NORTON. Well, the Town and Counntry Club owns about
10 acres just north of this——

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I see.

Mr. NORTON, North of the river; the members of the Town
and Country Club plan to construct a footbridge across the
river, which at that point is probably 60 or 70 feet wide.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. When did the gentleman say the
Government bought it?

Mr. NORTON. Well, the Government acquired title to it
about three years ago. The northern great plains experiment
station has been built up out there during the last three years.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the experiment station own
any other property adjoining it?

Mr. NORTON. Yes, sir, In connection with the State agri-
cultural college they have 160 acres of school land, but the
title to that is in the State of North Dakota. It is being used
by the experiment station there in the work it is now doing.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Is this part of the purchase of mo
land or was this particular tract bought by itself? -

Mr. NORTON. It is part of a 160-acre tract that was trans-
ferred to the Federal Government for an experiment station.
The station has 320 acres altogether that it is now using in its
work. .

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have no objection, A

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none, .

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. NorToN, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I suggest that instead of gentlemen
asking to reconsider bills and lay that motion on the table, at
. the end of the session the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Pou] make that request for all the bills and save that time.

SARAH A. CLINTON AND MARIE STEINBERG.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 604) for the relief of Sarah A. Clinton and Marie
Steinberg.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Sarah A. Clinton the sum of $400
and to Marie Steinberg sum of $400, in repayment of the purchase
money paid in such amounts to the Department of the Interior by the
said Sarah A. Clinton and the said Marle Steinberg, respecti
connection with timber and stone entries made by the sald parties and
subsequently relinquished by them, the said entries being particularly
described as follows : 5

Timber and stone entry of Sarah A. Clinton, No. 6,011; Lewiston,
Idaho, serial No, 82; for the southeast quarter of section 25, township
40 north, range 3 east, Boise meridian.

Timber and stone entry of Marie Steinberg, No. 6,010; I.-ewlsto%

T
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Idaho, serial No. 030; for the morth half of the southeast guarter a
the north half of the southwest guarter of
north, range 3 east, Bolse meridian,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none,

The bill was ordered o be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

VIRGINIA MILITARY INSTITUTE, LEXINGTION, VA.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 544) for the relief of the Virginia Military Institute, of
Lexington, Va.

The €lerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects. . :

REFERENCE OF CERTAIN CLAIMS TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was
House resolution 591.
The Clerk read as follows:
Resolved, That the claims of—
- ALABAMA,

section 11, township

H. R. 10578. Btokesa, Dr. J. W.:
H. R. 3748, Ware, James H., estate of ;
ARKANSAS.

14211. Sleeker Geﬁrzo W., heirs of ;
18140. Stewart, John E., heirs of; =
17600. Youree, Mary A., legal representatives of :

FLORIDA,

H.R

R

H.R

‘H. R. 18278. Simes, SBquire;

GEORGIA.

o R.

o

H.

18267. Cassyille Female College, trustees of;
R. 18268, Pea Vine Church, Walker County, trustees of ;.
H. 18270. Pea Vine Academy, Walker County, trustees of;
H. R. 18269, New Hope Baptist Church, of Bartow County;
IDAHO,
H. R. 18262. De Atley, E., & Co.;

S
KENTUCKY.
H. R.18100. Asher, John, heirs or estate of ;
H. R. 18061. Butler, Richard, heirs of ;
H. R. 18019. Engleman, John H.,, administrator of the estate of John
leman, deceased ;
. R. 18018, Riffe, Jesse P.;
H. R. 14729, Robertson, Mary H. 8., estate of ;
MISSISSIPPL
H. R. 17978. Sudduth, Flora E. Campbell, administratrix of the estal
of Walter L. Campbell, deceased ; pbell *
H. R. 17998. Evergreen Lodge, No. 77, Free and Accepted Masons, of

Decatur ;

H. R. 17996. Methodist Eplsg%?al Church Seuth, of Decatur;

H. R. 17997. Ba m}ﬁ; .l[eth st Episcopal Church South, of Sage-
e MISSOURT,

ville, Lauderdale

H. R. 18093, George, J. W., heirs of ;
H. R. 17980, County of Barton;
NEW YOEE,
H. R. 18062, Willsey, Joseph H.;
NORTH CAROLINA.
H. R. 18242, (x_ge Fear & People’s Steamboat Co.;
H. R. 18241, Lutterloh, Thomas 8. ;
H. R. 17990. St. Paul's Lutheran Church, of Wilmington;
: SOUTH CAROLINA,
" H. R. 18231. Feininger, Adolphus, heirs of ;
H. R. 18283. Hubbard, Lenora C.;
TENNESSER.
H. R, 16922. Anderson, John F., le representatives of 3
H. R. 10649, Baker, Isaac W,, leg resentatives of ;
H. R. 10650. Bloodworth, Wilson, le representatives of ;
H. R. 10468. Boulfon, A. D., legal represcntatives of ;
H. R. 15180. Brinkley, H L., and Annie Brinkley Snow, heirs of
the estate of ;
H.R. 10647, Chipman, Joseph, legal representatives of :
H. R. 10651. Harlin, Alexander, legal regentatives of ;
H. R. 17985. Jackson & Adams, helrs of ;
H. R. 18108. Jameson, David, heirs or estate of;
H. R. 16627, Jones, Reuben 8., and William N. Brown, legal repres
sentatives of ;
H. R. 10645. Kimbro, Samuel, heirs of ;
H. R. 10648, Nance, Willlam E., legal representatives of ;
H. R. 18107. binson, James A., estate of;
H. R. 18299. Roth, Joseph;
H. R. 18300. Roth, Joseph;
H. R. 10472, Staeker, Thomas, estate of :
H. R. 179886, E‘l‘;ynes, A. I., estate of ;
H. R. 17984. Woods, Yeatman & Co, legal rgfreaenmtlvea of ;
H. R. 18272. Boiling Fork Baptist Church, of Cowan, trustees of ;
H. R. 18008, Misslonary Baptist Church, of Toone;
THXAS.
H. R. 18155. Harrison, Jennie MeC.;
VIRGINIA.
H. R. 18280. Curtis, Samuel G. and Elizabeth @., heirs at law of ;
H. R. 18288, Hosier, Mary Ann;
H. R.18261. Mix, Charles E., legal representatives of the estate of s
H. R. 18186. Carmel Baptist Church roline County, trustees of ;
3% B 18306, Shelby Lodge, No. 162, Ancient Free and Accepted
ns ;
H. R. 18181, Lebanon E ical Chureh, henandoah C
tenes 31 vangel Church, of 8 ounty,

. Urbanna Episcopal Church, Middlesex County, trustees

H.R.
of ;
WEST VIRGINIA.
H. R. 18259. Collett, A. J.;
H. R. 18260. Corrick D.:

? 8 L. D.
H. R.18264. Reece, J, A., heirs of ;
with all the accom nylnf papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred
to the Court of ms for a finding of facts and conclusions of law
under section 111 of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise,
amend the laws relating to the judiciary.” (Public act &a. 475,
Cong., 24 sess., p. 1138.)
The committee amendment was read, as follows:
Page 4, strike out lines 5 and 6.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. .
The question was taken, and the committee amendment was
agreed to.
The resolution as amended was agreed to.
CAPT, FRANK KINSEY HILL.

The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 17954) for the
relief of Frank Kinsey Hill, captain on the retired lst of the
United States Navy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

CAPT, JOHN HENRY GIBBQNS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17985) for the relief of John Henry Gibbons, captain
on the retired list of the United States Navy. ‘

The Clerk read the title of the bill. !

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

and
Glst

FREDERICK H. LEMLY. .

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the

bill (H. R. 16823) to appoint Frederick H. Lemly a passed

assistant paymaster on the active list of the United States Navy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 5 : g
Mr, Speaker, I object.

Mr. MANN.
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HEIRS OF THOMAS ROGERS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 8013) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Rogers,
deceased.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise a%%re?rmted. to the heirs of Thomas Rogers, deceased,
late postmaster at eld, Jackson County, Mo,, the sum of $147.95,
E%r 3poatage stamps stolen from his office on the night of October 25,

93,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I object.

CHESTER D. SWIFT.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill 8. 1880, an act for the relief of Chester D. Swift.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the T be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise a%froprmted. to Chester D. Swift, of Canton, Ohio, or his
legal representatives, the sum of $1,100, as full compensation for perma-
nent injuries recelved by the said Chester D. SBwift on or about the 15th
day of September, 1910, while in the performance of his duties as a
clerk in the Post Office bepartment, employed and assigned to duty in
the Canton (Ohio) post office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. WHITACRE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his
objection for a moment, please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Crark] reserve his objection?

Mr. WHITACRE. May I ask the gentleman to withdraw the
objection for a moment until I make a statement in respect to
this case?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Florida withhold his objection?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, there is a bill on this
calendar, if I may make a statement, for the payment to the
Virginia Military Institute.of a sum of money for damage and
destruction of its library, scientific apparatus, and the quarters
of its professors, and it has been objected to. I know it is abso-
lutely just and proper, and I shall object to all these bills if
that objection stands.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from
Florida object?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I did.

Mr, POU. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the House, I
would like to make a statement concerning this session of the
House, There are a good many bills on the calendar in which
gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber are quite deeply inter-
ested. This is an unusual session of the House. There is no
opportunity to debate bills. The session was granted for the
sole purpose of considering bills to which no gentleman would
object. It was for the purpose of eliminating those bills which
are so well understood that there would be no objection by any-
body. I had hoped there would be an opportunity to consider
and act npon debatable bills, but it seems we are not to have
such opportunity. It has not been a very easy matter to secure
consideration for these bills that we are considering now. It is
late in the session, and it was the hope of the Committee on
Claims, at least, both Democrats and Republicans, who have
done a great deal of work, and have done a great deal of investi-
gating, that gentlemen would not treat us in this manner. We
have tried to be absolutely fair and absolutely nonpartisan.
Such a thing as any political consideration has never entered
the door of the committee room since I have been there. We
have all tried to do the best we could to accommodate both sides
of the House and put bills on the calendar which our colleagues
are pressing, and I do not think it is treating the committee
with perfect fairness for gentlemen fo object, unless they feel
that the bills objected to ought not to pass. I submit it is not
treating one of the active committees of the House justly for
gentlemen to object to its bills because some other bill has been
objected to, and I hope my friend from Florida will not insist
upon his objection.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does not my friend from North
Carolina [Mr. Pou] think he ought to lecture somebody else in-
stead of me?

Mr. POU. I hope I am not lecturing anybody: I would not
presume to do that and trust what I have said will not be so
construed. I am asking gentlemen not to treat the committee
in that manner.

- Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have not a bill on this calendar in
which I am interested or in which any constituent of mine is
interested. But if that be the game, I do not see why one

-

shonld pass without the other. Here is a bill involving the
destruction of valuable apparatus and books, a very meritorious
case, and it is objected to without an explanation.

Mr. POU. The gentleman has been here a long time, and
there are a great number of bills that gentlemen are going to
object to because some of them have not had time to look into
them. It does not seem to me the gentleman should object to
all the bills reported from the Committee on Claims, a com-
mittee that has tried to do honest work, and not let any of the
bills pass because some particular bill has been objected to.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I think the House is
entitled to some explanation when an objection is made to a
bill of that character. I think gentlemen might at least reserve
the objection and give those who know something about the bill
an opportunity to explain it. But to just ruthlessly object to
bills without an explanation——

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Yes; if I have the floor. I did not
think I had.

Mr. STAFFORD. In the case instanced by the gentleman,
did anybody desire the gentleman who made the objection to
reserve his objection so that the claim might be presented to
the House?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I did not hear anybody do it. But
I want to say this: This matter has gone on, and when one
Member objects that settles it, and such bills go through as
certain Members want and those they do not want do not go
through. Now, it is unfair to make fish out of one and fowl out
of the other. We ought to have a square deal here and let these
matters be considered upon their merits. If they ought to
pass, they ought to pass.

If they ought not to pass, then they ought to be defeated.
That is all there is about it. But I am not going to be mean
about it. I am not going fo do what others have done. I will
withdraw the objection to this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws his
objection. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

CHRIS KUPPLER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 2304) for the relief of Chris Kuppler.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele,, That the Secretary of the Trensnrf be, and he 18
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Chris Kuf;{aer, of Seattle,
Wash., the sum of $2,137.21, and sa!tﬁsum of $2,137.2 hereby appro-
riated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise agﬁr(ﬁpriated.
n payment of the amount withheld from him as liquidat amages
under a certain contract for the comstruction of the United States
executive mansion, at Junean, Alaska, entered into by and between the
duly authorized officer of the Treasury Department, representing the
United States of America on the one gsrt, and the said Chris Kuppler
on the other part, dated August 1, 1912,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

I_"BEDERICK H. LEMLY.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 3561) to appoint Frederick H. Lemly a passed assist-
ant paymaster on the active list of the United States Navy.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That_the President be, and he is hereby, author-
ized, ay and with the advice and conmsent of the Senate, to appoint
Frederick H. Lemly a passed asslstant paymaster on the active list
of the Navy, to take the same rank and position on the list of passed
assistant paymasters that he occupied on March 5, 1908 (the date upon
which his resignation as a assistant paymaster in the Nav,
was accepted) : Provided, at the sald Frederick H. Lemly shall
establish to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy by the
usnal examinations required for promotion to the grade of passed
assistant paymaster his fitness in all respects to perform the duties
thereof : Provided further, That the said. Frederick H. Lemly shall be
carried as additlonal to the number of the grade to which he may be
appointed or at any time thereafter promoted: And provided Eurmer,
’l‘gmt nothing in this act shall be construed as entitling sald Fred
erick H. Lemly to any pay or allowances from the date of the
acceptance of his resignation herein referred to and the date of the
passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman reserve his
objection for a moment, to allow me to ask a question?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr., GARRETT of Tennessee. Is this one of the line of cases
similar to those that the gentleman objected to a few moments
ago?
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Mr. MANN. It is; and while I do not know that it is cov-
ered by the naval bill—I see that it is not. This is a resigna-
tion; but it is along the same line.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The former cases were pluek-
ing-beard cases, were they not?

Mr. MANN. Not all of them.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I mean Nos. 411 and 412 on
the Private Calendar, to which the gentleman objected.

Mr. MANN. I do not recall now whether those were pluck-
ing-board cases or not.

Mr, STAFFORD. They were.

Mr., GARRETT of Tennessee. They were covered, in a meas-
ure, by the provision in the naval bill, were they not?

Mr. MANN. I assume so; but that was not the reason I ob-

jected.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman has a general
objection to these cases?

Mr. MANN. I do not believe it is the province of the legis-
lative branch of the Government to restore men to the Army
and the Navy as a matter of special favoritism. That is the
ground of my objection. I do not object to general laws on the
subject. In fact, I think this, as a particular case, has a good
deal of merit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois ob-
Jects. {

JOHN T. HAINES,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 543) to correct the military recorod of John T. Haines.

The bill was read, as follows:

De it enacted, etc., That John T. Haines, deceased, who was a cap-
tain in the Eleventh Regiment United States Cavalry, and who was
nominated by the President for appointment as major of Cavalry to
rank from the 3d day of March, 1911, said nomination being confirmed
by the Senate after the death of said Haines, which occurred after his
nomination, shall hereafter be held and considered to have become a
major of Cavalry in the service of the United States on the 8d day of
March, 1911, and to have held that office until the date of his death;
and the President is hereby authorized to. issue a commisslon as major
of Cavalry in the name of John T, Haines: with rank to date from
March 3, 1911.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? -

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving th
right to object, may I ask the gentleman from Illinois if this
is not a special proposition?

Mr MANN. No; this is a case where a man was nominated
for an advanced rank which he had earned, and there was some
delay in his confirmation, and before he was confirmed he died.
This simply gives him the commission as of the date of his
nomination to the rank which he had earned. That is the
distinetion. _

Mr. HAY. It helps the widow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

CLIFFORD HILDEBRANDT TATE,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
joint resolution (8. J. Res. 137) to reinstate Clifford Hilde-
brandt Tate as a cadet at the United States Military Academy,

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution.

" The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman withhold his
objection for a moment? :

Mr. MANN. I will withhold the objection.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman reserves his
objection.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I should like to invite the atten-
tion of the gentleman from Illinois to the fact that this case,
as set out in the report, is that of a young cadet whose appli-
cation to be turned back in the next class in the academy by
reason of failure in academic studies was denied. The report
invites attention to the result of similar cases, in which other
cadets were interested at that time, which cadets were given
the opporfunity that is now by this bill proposed for Cadet
Tate.

Now, in a letter from the Superintendent of the United States
Military Academy at West Point to Senator Trrmax he sets
out in the case of another cadet whose case was before this
body some time ago that “ there is no part of our instruction
more important to that end than discipline and obedience to
regulations,” and the report submitted to accompany this Sen-
ate joint resolution says that Cadet Tate was particularly
efficient and had a high rating in military conduct and disci-
pline, and it is thought by the committee that he might there-
fore be given another opportunity to make up for his deficiency
in the academic course,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the distinguished
gentleman from Vermont that here is a case where Cadet Tate,
of West Point, failed in his studies. It was within the power
of the authorities at the academy to put him back into the next
class or dismiss him. I can not see how it is practicable for
this legislative body or any other to determine, when a cadet
at West Point fails in his studies, whether he shall be dismissed
or put back into another class. It is perfectly evident that if
Congress should attempt to restore every boy who fails in his
studies at the Military Academy, if it was given out that we
would undertake to cover that subject, we might be kept busy,
but would not do much justice.

Of course, I appreciate the desire of the boy to finish out his
course at the Military Academy. That is commendable; but,
after all, I do not see how Congress can undertake to say
whether a boy is competent to go ahead as a student at the
academy and become a military officer. This boy may be per-
fectly competent; I will assume that he is; but I do not think
it is our province and I do not think we ought to commence the
practice.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I only invited attention to the
fact that this young man seems to have qualified in all the
other essentials that go to make a soldier and a milifary man.
Several men in history who were great officers, who were more
or less important in times past, have failed in their reguisites
at the academy.

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly. Some people who fail in exami-
nations make students and officers thereafter; but that is some-
thing to be considered by the officials at the academy and not
by Congress. Since my friend from Vermont has called atten-
tion to this case, I had already read the report and have done
everything in my mind to influence my judgment, but with
some degree of stubbornness I adhere to my judgment, and I
am not willing to allow the bill to pass by unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects,

ISAAC BETHURUM,

The next Lnsiness on the Private Calendar was the Dill .
5970, an act for the relief of Isaac Bethurum.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the laws confer-
ring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably disch soldlers,
Isaae Bethurum, who was a private of Company B, Fifteenth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Cav , shall he er be held and col -
ered to have been discharged honorably from the military service of
tlhe United i‘_S'aates as a member of said company and regiment on the

Tth day o . 1865 : That no back pay, bounty, or
pension shall acerue to him prior to the passage of this act,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
GEORGE P. CHANDLER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
1703) for the relief of George P. Chandler.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws
George P. Chandler, who was a private in Comgany F, One hundred
and ninety-first Besimant Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, shall here-
after be held and considered to have been discharged honorably from
the military service of the United States as a member of sald company
and regiment on the 27th day of September, 1864 : Provided, That no
pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection. x

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we usually carry in these bills a
provision that no back pay, allowances, or other emoluments
shall acerue by reason of the passage of this act. This bill pro-
vides that no pension shall accrue by the passage of the act,
and none would accrue anyhow.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill, and I see that
the Military Committee reported it without amendment. I do
not think from what I know of this case that the man would be
entitled to any back pay anyway. I would not like to have the
bill amended under the present circumstances.

Mr, STAFFORD. The present circumstances are very favor-
able since the adjournment of the Senate to-night.

Mr, HAY. I do not know whether the circumstances are
favorable to this bill going back or not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection. .

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed. z

CHARLES RICHTER,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8,

145) for the relief of Charles Richter,
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: .

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the on laws
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
diers, or any %‘:—anch thereof, Charles Richter, alias Herman Wittman
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dischar
from the military service of the United States as a private of Company
K, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry: Provided, That
no pension shall acerue prlor to the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

BYRON W. CANFIELD.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
1044) for the relief of Byron W. Canfield.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension laws
Byron W. Canfield, fate na;)taiu Company E, One hundred and fifth
Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, shall be held and considered to have
been honorably discharged from the military service of the United States
on the 30th day of January, 1863 : Provided, however, That no pension,
bounty, pay, or other pecuniary emolumene shall accrue prior to the
passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
reading of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

CHARLES M, CLARE.

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 2852)
for the relief of Charles M. Clark.

" The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That In the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, lfriﬂleiu. and benefits upon honorably discharged sol-
diers, Charles M. Clark, who was a private of Company G, Third Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con-
gidered to have been honorably discharged from the milimr{mservlce
of the United States as a member of said company and regiment on
the 17th day of October, 1863 : Provided, That other than as above set
forth no pay, bounty, pension, or other emoluments shall accrue by
virtue of the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? .[After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word.
The Committee on Military Affairs has been very careful, as a
general rule, in reporting these bills. I appreciate the condi-
tions that exist, possibly, in reporting a number of Senate bills.
The committee used to insert in all of these bills a provision
that there should be no back pay, bounty, or other emolument
allowed by reason of the passage of the bill, the intention being
to confer a pensionable status. The bill provides that in the
administration of any laws conferring rights, privileges, and
benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, and so forth, and
then follows with a proviso to the effect “that other than as
above set forth no pay, bounty, pension, or other emolument
shall acerue by virtue of the passage of this act.”

Having conferred all of the benefits that any law would con-
fer, then they provide an alternative. This is a Senate bill.
Of course, the proviso means absolutely nothing, and I suppose
it was inserted in a sloppy way in the other body by inad-
vertence and not by design, though some skillful man might
insert such a provision by design, to give it the appearance of
providing what he wanted, when it did not provide anything.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third
reading of the bill. ;

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

The question is on the third

A. J. HENRY,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
18166) to correct the military record of A. J. Henry.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That A. J, Henry, who enlisted in Company B,
Eleventh mént Illinois Volunteer 1I.i;lfa.ut and who was com,;nia-
sloned sec lientenant by the governor of Illinois on J 3, 1865,
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been mustered out from
Ehe mtlutnry service of the United States with the rank of second lieu-
enant.

With the following committee amendments:

Line 7, after the word “ been,” Insert the words * mustered in and,”
and on line 9, at the beginning of the line, insert the words * upon sald
date,” so that as amended the bill will read: * shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been mustered in and mustered out from the
military service of the United States upon said date with the rank of
second lieutenant.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. k

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man withhold his objection?

Mr. MANN. I will withhold the objection for a moment. .

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I would be glad if the gentle-
man ;rhould indicate what objection he has to the passage of
this bill.

Mr. MANN. Here is a man who was given a commission
as lieutenant. He never received the commission. He never
was actually appointed lieutenant. This bill propeses to say
that he was a lieutenant. That is falsifying the record. He
never was. The bill says he is to be considered as mustered
in and mustered out of the rank of second lieutenant. He was
not a second lieutenant. Why should we falsify the record and
say that he was?

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, also reserving the right to
object, I would like to ask the author of the bill if it is the
purpose of the bill to give the soldier a pensionable status, so
that he ecan draw a pension?

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. No. The purpose of the bill
is simply to correct his military record along the lines indicated
in the bill. There is no charge of desertion against this soldier.
He has an absolutely clear record. It is to correct his record,
but not for desertion. I should think it would be refreshing to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], as well as to all
others on this floor, to once in a while consider a bill of this
kind to correct the record of a soldier when it is not for the
purpose of removing the charge of desertion.

I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Maxn] particularly to the fact that Mr. Henry fought in
37 battles. He served in the Army for over four years, and I
wish to call particular attention to the fact that in his dis-
charge papers, as shown here on page 2 of the report, there is
the statement that he was discharged by reason of gunshot
wounds in the head and the right foot, received in the Battle
of Smithfield, N. C., on March 20, 1865. That was one of the
last battles of the war. The discharge further states that he
is unfit for the veteran reserve corps. When he was discharged
from the hospital at New York Harbor he was even at that time
unfit for further service, and the report shows that when he
left the hospital he left it on crutches. It is true that he did
not get mustered in under the commission that had been given
to him by the governor of Illinois on account of gallantry dis-
played on the field of battle, but surely the circumstances of the
case will excuse him.

Mr. MANN. Certainly he was not at any fault himself. He
has a good record, but I do not think that is any reason why
now we should say that he was a second lieutenant, when he
was not. Lots of good men serve in the Army who would like
to be called second lieutenants,

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Yes.

Mr. NORTON. Is this soldier now receiving a pension?

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Yes; he is receiving a very
small pension. This bill will not change his pension. It is
not a question of dollars and cents. It is a question of doing
justice, even at this late day, to one who rendered great service
to his counfry. I want to say this, that the request for this
legislation did not come from this grand old soldier.

He did not ask for this. His sons—splendid young men, who
served with honmor in the Spanish-American War—asked for
it. It seemed to them that their father, who had fought in
37 battles and had a record equaled by very few men who
served in the Civil War, should be entitled to this recognition
from his country—rather belated, it is true. The act of heroism
for which the governor of Illinois extended the honor to him
of giving him a eommission of second lieutenant was at the
Battle of Bentonville—sometimes called Smithfield—North Caro-
lina. He was ordered into and helped lead a charge of his
regiment against two lines of Infantry with 19 pieces of ar-
tillery. According to the report of Capt. Catlett, the regiment
was at one time about to break. The left of the company gave
away. Henry was in the front rank on the right. He rushed
to the left, rallied the men, and led them to victory. In spite
of the fact that he was wounded in the head and in the foot
he used his gun for a ecrutch and stayed with his company.
On the way back one of his comrades was found lying beside a
log, and in spite of the fact that Henry was wounded he
stopped, put this man Jones, his comrade, on his back, and
hobbled with him back to the camp, again using his gun for a
crutch. When they got back they found that Jones had only
a flesh wound, while Henry, who had carried him under great
difficulties, had a wound in the foot and in the head, and the
foot wound was so serious and so badly swollen that they had
to cut his shoe off to remove it. That is the kind of soldier
he was. Thank God, no one can rob him of this wonderful
fighting record. It seems there would not be any dangerous or
improper precedent established by the passage of an act such
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as this, and it would be a very proper recognition of a very
gallant soldier, one who rendered not only faithful service, but
long and distinguished service.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that while everything

. good could be said about the soldier, yet he was mustered out
of the service as an enlisted man before having received the
commission. Now, it would be wholly improper for us to
falsify the record and say he was a second lientenant when he
was not so in fact; and the fact that he had such good service
is not a sufficient reason for our making false history.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. What about these other bills
that are passed here from time to time to correct military
records where men have deserted?

Mr. MANN. We have not passed such a bill for years, ex-
cept to say that in the administration of the pension laws a
man shall be considered as having been honorably discharged,
for the very reason that Congress determined, and so did the
executive departments and the President, some years ago, that
it would not falsify the records by saying that a man had been
honorably discharged when he had not been.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I eall the gentleman’s atten-
tion to the fact that in this bill we did not use the words “in
the administration of the pension laws,” and so forth, and I
think that is worthy of note. There was no money considera-
tion involved in this. We are not asking Congress to put him
in a position where he can pull down some money from the
Government; far from it. I hope the gentleman will withdraw
his objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

Is there objection?

MRS, BR. 8. ABERNETHY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
18572) granting permission to Mrs. R. 8. Abernethy, of Lincoln-
ton, N. C., to accept the decoration of the bust of Bolivar.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted,.ete,, That Mrs. R. 8. Abernethy, of Lincolnton, N. C.
be authorized to accept the decoration of the bust of Bolivar tendered
by the Government of Venezuela to her brother, Lieut. Commander
Rufus Z. Johnston, United States Navy, and that the Department of
State be permitted to deliver the decoration to Mrs, R, S,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr, Speaker, if
the Chair will bear with me just a moment, I wish to say that
I have objected on several occasions to bills of this character,
which propose to authorize an officer of the Government to ac-
cept a present or decoration proffered by a foreign Government,
The Constitution forbids that being done except by permission
of Congress.

In 1910, in a report of the Senate Committee on Foreign
Relations, it was shown that there were pending before that
committee at that time 150 cases where a decoration or gift had
been offered prior to June 23, 1906, and from that down 200
cases where similar requests were pending for decorations or
gifts which had been tendered between June 23, 1906, and Feb-
ruary 15, 1910, so that up to the 15th of February, 1910, there
were 315 cases pending in the State Department, coming within
the scope of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate,
where it was thought they were cases such as ought to be
granted. I reserved the right to object to this bill because it
looked to me as though it were picking out one among several
hundred—because I believe there are now several hundred in
the State Department—and authorizing somebody to accept
that gift and not giving the same authority to other people;
and it looked like a reflection upon the other people, who did
not get the authority. But I am not going to object any more.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en-
grossment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed,

CAPT. P. H. UBERROTH AND GUNNER CARL JOHANNSON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
1204) authorizing the Department of State to deliver to Capt.
P. H. Uberroth, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, and
Gunner Carl Johannson, United States Revenue-Cutter Service,
watches tendered to them by the Canadian Government.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

. Be it enacted, ete., That Capt. P. H. Uberroth, United States Reve-
nue-Cntter Service, and Gunner Carl Johannson, United States Reve-
nue-Cuotter Service, be, and they are hereby, authorized to accept
watches tendered to them by the Canadian Government., through the
Department of State of the United States, In recognition of their
services in saving the lives of the crew of the wrecked British schooner
8. A, Fownes on December 16, 1910,

roethy,

The SPEAKER pro tempore,

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

Is there objection?

The question is on the third

JOHN L. MAILE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 13029) for the relief of John L. Maile,

The title of the bill was read.

Mr. MANN. I object, but I will reserve my objection and
let the bill be read.

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Mr. Speaker, John L. Maile
is a minister of the gospel, a splendid man, a good citizen, 70
or 71 years of age. He served for four years fighting for his
country during the Civil War. His record was a most honor-
able one, and with permission I will read extracts from his
letters, published in the report. They tell the whole story.
They are from letters addressed to me, dated October 21, 1913.
I read:

THE NEW OLIVET CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH,
Los Angeles, October 21, 1913.
Hon. WiLLiam D, SterHENS, M, C.,
Los Angeles, Cal.

Deisr Smm: As giving information pertinent to the inclosed request
for congressional action, I respectfully submit the following state-
ments illustrative of my services as a soldier of the Civil War:

From the engagement at Port Royal, 8. C., on November 7, 1861, to
the second day’s fight in the Battle of the Wilderness on May 6, 1864
my regiment was in 21 battles. On account of being on detnched
duty I was absent from three of these conflicts.

In the East Tennessee camPaign in 1863, and also In Mlississippi, I
was bearer of the regimental battle flag, a sition at the front of
the column and at the extreme right of the line of battle. This flag
was a favorite target of the enemy, for it marked the position of the
regiment to the Union commander.

n South Carolina I was for a time on special detail in the Naval
Signal Corps, and while the regiment was at Annapolis I was a mem-
ber of the provost guard at Gen. Burnside's headquarters.

When Col. Ely requested me to stand for examination for a com-
mission as an officer I hesitated on account of incomplete eduecation,
having enlisted just past 17. !

But I was given two weeks for study in tactics, and examination in
history and general information was met by the results of previous
reading and study.

My experience in five Confederate ‘prlsons was exceedingly severe,
as indicated in my book entitled * Prison Life in Andersonville.”
was Gen. Grant who said that the soldlers who suffered and died in
the prisons as truly served their country in so doing as did those who
gave up their life on the field of battle.

As compared with other nationms, our Government has been exceed-
ingly generous with its citizen soldiery. For one 1 sincerely appre-
ciate all that has been done in the way of pensions and homes for the
old veterans who are in need of such a place of care.

In asking for the fulfillment in my own case of the recommendation
of a very able board of military examiners I feel that I am within
the trend of action which has distinguished the eareful and able work
which Is being performed by our Representatives in Congress who are
especlally interested in the survivors of the great Civil War.

espectfully submitted.

Joux L. MaILE.

RECORD OF SERVICH,

On September 2, 1861, I enlisted in Company F, Eighth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and was mustered out on June 13, 1865,
I served with my regiment in the States of South Carolina, Georgla,
Virglnia, Kentucky, Mississippi, Tennessee, and again in Virginia.

While my regiment was stationed at Annapolis, Md., in April. 1864,
request was received from the Secretary of War that n member of this
regiment stand for examination for a commission in the service of
colored troops. Col. Ralph Ely, commander of the Eighth Michigan
appointed John L. Maile to this opportunity.

n May 3, 1864, I passed the required examination before the mili-
tary board of which Gen. Bilas Casey, author of Casey's Tactics, was
the president, at Washington, D. C.

The examination concluded, I was instructed by the board to return
to my regiment and await orders.

Meanwhile my regiment, with the Ninth Arm Cor&m, of which it was
a part, had gone from Annapolis to the Rapidan River in Virginla in
readiness for the coming great campalgn as planned by Gen, Grant,
On May 4, 1864, I rejoined my r%glment at Rappahannock Station, and
on May 6, in the Battle of the Wilderness, I, with a thousand others,
was cut off and taken a prisoner,

Boon after my capture orders were received from the War Department
at Washington, D. C., for me to proceed to Baltimore for muster in as
a second leutenant in the Twenty-eighth Regiment United States
Colored Troops. Being a prisoner the hands of the enemy, I, of
course, could not comply.

My request, respectfully, is that Congress be asked to pass a resolu-
tion which shall be filed with the War Department bestowing upon me
the rank of second lieutenant in accordance with the findings of the
board of examination.

Respectfully submitted.

JouN L. MAILE,

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Maile is entitled to a pension, ought to have
one, but my impression is he is not drawing a pension. He is
not asking for any bounty, for any back pay, or for any pen-
slonable status. He has asked, under the wording of the act
proposed, as amended by the committee, to be considered as
having been a second lientenant after his commission was sent
to the field. It seems to me to be a gratification that we can well
give to this old man. It is without any cost whatever to the

Government and without despoiling the record in the least,
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is not a case of granting a
man a pension or a pensionable status. He has that now. He
was mustered out, honorably discharged from service as a
private from the company mentioned, June 13, 1865, in pursu-
ance of orders from the department for a reduction of the
Army. He was a private; he was mustered out as a private.
It is true that very likely if he had not been in prison he
wonld have received a commission as second lieutenant. That
is a very unfortunate circumstance; but that is no excuse for
our falsifying the records of the War Department and say that
he was a second lieutenant when he was not a second lientenant.

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. There are lots of men in the Army who were
worthy of being second lieutenants, who earned the place as far
as service was concerned, but we can not give them title, be-
cause that is making a false record. The gentleman says it does
not cost anything. It costs the truth to do it.

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. STEPHENS of California.
right in my statement——

Mr. MANN. I did not deny that.

Mr. STEPHENS of California. I know the gentleman did
not mean to challenge my statement. The commission actually
went to the field to find the soldier. The soldier was in prison
and could not be found and the commission was returned to
headquarters, and we are not asking that any record be changed
now. There is no falsification of any record whatever. It is
only that hereafter the man be considered as having held a sec-
ond lientenantcy after having been examined and passed and
his commission issued, but never delivered because the soldier
was a prisoner of war. Nothing is to come from it except the
gratification of an old man who has gerved this country well,
not only in time of battle through four long years of war, but
throughout the 50 years since the war as a remarkably worthy
citizen of the United States. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, I have
no doubt the bill will pass whenever it comes up for regular
passage, but I had hoped it would pass to-night.

Mr. MANN. Oh, the bill says he shall be held as having the
rate of second lieutenant. Some gentlemen may not care any-
thing about the truth of history. Of course, history is very
often incorrectly written, but this is deliberately falsifying it,
and I will not do it, and I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

WILLTAA HAM,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 11839) granting an honorable discharge to William
Ham.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to cause the records of the War. Department
in the case of Willlam Ham, late of Company F, One hundred and
gixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, to be amended,
and to graot him an honorable discharge.

The substitute was read as follows:

Strike out all the matter just read from lines 3 to 17, inclu-
sive, and insert the following:

That in the administration of the laws conferﬂ.n%_‘ri hts, privileges,
and benefits upon honorably dischar goldiers lliam Ham, who
was a_private in Comrﬂny F, Eleventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps,
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been discharged honor-
ably from the military service of the United States as a private of said
eompany and regiment on the 14th day of November, 1865 : Provided,

That no back pension, back pay, back allowances, or other emoluments
shall accrue by reason of the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I want to know the length of service performed by this man
and the facts upon which this proposed relief is asked.

Mr. STAFFORD. Itis all set forth in the report.

Mr. FARR. He served three years.

Mr. STAFFORD. The report has been printed for several
months. :

Mr. LANGLEY. I know that, but I have not read it. On
what grounds is the bill based? Why was he not given a dis-
charge?

Mr. FARR. He participated in a number of battles and was
wounded.

Mr. LANGLEY. Of course, but what were the circumstances
regarding his failure to get a discharge?

Mr. FARR. He had a little quarrel with a superior officer
50 years ago, and was court-martialed and was imprisoned,
and has suffered a loss of $10 a month in pension ever since.,

Mr. LANGLEY. All right; I will not object.

Mr. Chairman, I think I was

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. g

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
William Ham.”

ATGUSTUS DUDLEY HUBBELL.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 13756) for the relief of Augunstus Dudley Hubbell.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is herehi.
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now stan
ing upon the rolls and records of the War Department against the
name of Augustus Dudley Hubbell, late of Compn;i C, Third Regiment
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to issue to d Augustus . Dudley
Hubbell a certificate of honorable discharge from sald company and
regiment.

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and Insert the Iu]low!ng:

“That in the administration of the pension laws Angustus Dudley
Hubbell shall be hereafter held and considered to have been honorably
discharged from the military service of the United States as a private
in Company C, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, on April
4, 18064 : Provided, That no back pension, back pay, or back allowances
shall accrue by virtue of the passage of this act.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

JOHN HEALY,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12369) for the relief of John Healy,
The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That in the administration of the pension laws
John Healy shail be hereafter held and considered to have been hon-
orably discharged from the military service of the United States as a

rivate in Company H, Fourteenth Regiment United States Volunteer
?nfxmtr,v. on August 15. 1865 : Provided, That no pension shall accrue
prior to the passage of this act.

With the following committee amendments:

Line 8, after the word * no," insert the word * back.”

Line 8, after the word * pension,” insert the words “hack pay, back
allowances, or other emoluments."

Line 10, strike out the words * prior to " and insert the words “ by
virtue of.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I desire to know something about this case. I have not had a
chance to examine the report. Whose bill is if, and what are
the facts?

Mr. MANN. The bill was introduced by the gentleman from
Rhode Island [Mr. O’SHAUNESSY].

Mr. LANGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I hear
some explanation of the bill. I have had a number of bills of
this character, and I think I have presented some of the strong-
est cases ever presented to the Committee on Military Affairs.
Yet I have been unable to get a single one of them before the
House. I do not desire to object to anybody else’s bill on that
account, but I do want to know something about the facts in
these other cases, how they manage to get in, and how they
manage to get a report from the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr, MANN. I will say that in this case the man enlisted in
1861 and served until 1865, about the time the war was over,
when four or five of them dropped out. I think it was a case
where possibly they came home and felt too good and got a
little too much spirit. y

Mr, LANGLEY. Of course that was an unusually long period
of service and perhaps a pardonable cause under the circum-
stances, but the cases I have in mind had a sufficient length of
service to make them equally meritorious from that viewpoint,
and they had a much more justifiable reason for not returning.
One of them was practically blind.

Mr., FOSTER. It seems to me, from my reading of this re-
port, that it is one of the best cases I have been able to find.

Mr. MANN. This is a really meritorious case. Some of them
are not.

Mr. LANGLEY. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
says it is meritorious, I will withdraw the objection. It is such
a rare occurrence for him to say that of this class of bills.

Mr. TAGGART. How long did this man serve?

Mr. FOSTER. Until September, 1865.

Mr. TAGGART. He is entitled to an honorable discharge
without any action of Congress if he served until September,
1865, provided he served six months honorably before the 1st
day of May, 1865.

Mr, FOSTER. He reenlisted.
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Mr. MANN. He made application, which was denied on the
‘ground that he did not complete his service, and that it was not
established that he was prevented from completing it by reason
of disability incurred in the line of duty.

Mr. FOSTER. His father died. He had a brother in the
Navy.

Mr. LANGLEY. Most all of the cases I have had brought to
my attention were cases of the kind referred to by the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]; that is, where the soldier
could not prove that the disability preventing his return was due
to the service.

Mr. MANN.
in the report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I move to amend by inserting in
line 6, after the words * Company H,” the words “ First Bat-
talion.”

I will say to the gentleman that another amendment is needed
to give a correct description of his service, according to the
report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 6, after the letter * H,” insert the words * First Battalion.”

Mr. HAY. I do not think that is necessary.

Mr. MANN. His service is described in the bill as—

A private in Company H, Fourteenth Regiment United States Vol-
unteer Infantry.

It should read:

Company H, First Battallon, Fourteenth Regiment, United States
Infantry.

I know nothing about it except what is stated

It was not a volunteer regiment.

Mr. HAY. I do not think it is necessary to put in the bat-
talion, because if he was a member of Company H, Fourteenth
Infantry, that describes it sufficiently.

Mr., MANN. He was in Company H of the Second. Battalion,
and also in the First Battalion. He was discharged from Com-
pany H of the First Battalion. I think it is necessary to give
a correct diseription.

Mr. HAY. If he was a member of Company H, Fourteenth
Regiment, I think that is sufficient. g

Mr. MANN. I will read what the report says:

The records show, however, that one John Healey enlisted July 18,
1861, at Providence, R. 1., and was assigned to Company H, Second
Battalion, Fourteenth United States Infantry; that he was transferred
to Company II, First Battalion, Fourteenth Infantry, April 30, 1862,
and was honorably discharged February 15, 1864, as a private; that
he reenlisted February 15, 1864, in the same company and regiment, and
that he deserted August 15, 1865, at Hart Island, N. Y. e did not
thereafter return to his company, although he owed service until
February 14, 1867, or report his whereabouts or the cause of his
absence to the military authorities of the United States.

Mr. HAY. That is correct; but I never knew that they had
two Companies H in the same regiment. I think whoever drew
that report was wrong.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the
word “ volunteer ” in line 7. :

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word.
The gentleman from Connecticut is not here. I do not suppose
it makes much difference as to how the name is spelled, but in
the bill it is spelled * Healy " two or three times and in the
report it is spelled “ Healey " twelve or fifteen times. I guess
we can take chances on that. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill. :

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

CHARLES V. WELLS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
13373) to remove the charge of desertion from the military
record of Charles V. Wells.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to remove the chag: of desertion’ from the
military record of Charles V. Wells, late of ttery C, Fifth Regiment
United States Artillery, and grant him an honorable discharge as of
such service,

With the following committee amendments : !

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the follow-
ing:

That in the administration of the pension laws or other laws con-
ferring benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers of the Civil War,

Charles V. Wells, formerly of Battery €, Fifth Regiment United States
Artillery, shall be held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged from said company and regiment on October 6, 1865 : Provided,
That no back pension, back pay, or back allowanees shall acerue by

reason of the passage of this act. .
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Charles V,

Wells.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill? :

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the
author of the bill or the chairman of the committee make some
statement about the facts of this case, as to the length of serv-
ice, the circumstances under which the man failed to get an
honorable discharge, and so forth. The point I want to get at
is what kind of a case you have to have in order to get it
through the Committee on Military Affairs,

Mr. MANN, I will say that this man enlisted and served
from July 21, 1861, to October 6, 1865.

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not care how long he served. That
does not reach the point I have in mind. I want to know why
he is entitled to this special legislation.

Mr, TAGGART was recognized.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman from Kentucky will yield,
are the cases that he presented to the Committee on Military
Affairs soldiers who deserted before the war was over?

Mr. LANGLEY. I have not the floor; the Chair has recog-
nized the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TAGGART].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas
has the floor. r

Mr, TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me from the report
that this soldier would be entitled to an honorable discharge
without the intervention of Congress. The report says:

It is shown by the records that Charles V. Wells was enrolled July

21, 1861, and was mustered into service July 28, 1861, as a private of
Company C, Third Pennsylvania Reserves Infantry, to serve three
ears. He was discharged from that orinnlsnti_on ovember 19, 1862,
0 enable him to enlist in Battery C, Fifth United States Artillea.
He reenlisted In the last-mentioned organization February 13. 1864,
for another term of three years, and he continued to serve until Octo-
ber 6, 1865, when he deserted while on furlough,

Mr. MANN, The report shows that The Adjutant General
denied the application for an honorable discharge, and it shows
that he deserted while on a furlough because he thought the
war was ended.

Mr., TAGGART. Where does the report show that The Adju-
tant General denied the application? :

Mr. MANN. At the bottom of the first page. That is the
report of the War Department.

Mr. TAGGART. The report says that he left his command
because he believed that the termination of the war also ter-
minated his contract with the Government. If he left his com-
mand after the war—>May, 1865—he would be entitled to an
honorable discharge.

Mr. MANN. The War Department says not in the report.
It says that the charge of desertion can be removed only on
condition that it shall appear that at the time .when he ab-
sented himself from his command he was suffering from wounds,
injuries, or disease received or contracted in the line of duty,
and that be was prevented from returning to his command by
reason of such wounds, injuries, or disease before the expira-
tion of dis term of service.

The gentleman will remember that this is not a volunteer
regiment. Lots of these men enlisted in the regular service.
This was a case of enlistment in the regular service, where
the man deserted because he thought the war was over.

Mr. TAGGART. The act of 1889 would provide for regular
service, would it not?

Mr. HAY. I would say to the gentleman from Kansas that
the War Department has ruled that way constantly, and he
will find that in all these cases application has been made first
to the War Department, and when that department turns it
down they come to us. There would not be any purpose in
coming to us if the War Department allowed it.

Mr. TAGGART. The report does not show the date on which
he separated himself from the service, whether it was after
1865 or not. ; q

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I could not eatch all that the
gentleman from Kansas said, but as I understand it, the soldier
had a disability which prevented his return to the service, and
that disability was not contracted in the service and line of
duty. Is that the case?

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that
this is a case where the man served four years, all through the
war,

Mr. LANGLEY. It does not make any difference to me
whether he served four or two or three years. That is not
the point I am trying to get at.

_Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, I think I can
answer what he is after, The report shows that the man was

Is there objection to the pres-
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ill and the doctor told him that he could get his discharge
any time he pleased. As a matter of fact, he preferred to get
a furlough, and did, but not feeling well, and thinking the war
WS%::) over, he never returned to his command. That was in
1865.

Mr. LANGLEY. What does the gentleman think of a case
like this? I am speaking now of one of my own cases. The
soldier did not contract his disability in the service and in the
line of duty, but he went home on a furlough, and after he
got home he was attacked with disease of the eyes and became
practically blind, and was absolutely unable because of that to
return to his command, but he can not prove origin of the
disease in the service because it did not so originate, and yet
he was charged with desertion for not returning.

Mr, MANN. That sounds to me like a good case. =

Mr, LANGLEY. That is what I think, but I have not been
able to convince the Committee on Military Affairs that it is,
and I have been seven or eight years in trying fo do it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes, e :

Mr. STAFFORD. I know the gentleman is an energetic
gentleman, but has the gentleman ever appeared before the
Committee on Military Affairs with that case? .

Mr, LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman’s
question Is offensive, in view of what has already been said.
I said that I have spent seven or eight years at it. I have
appeared time and again before the subcommittee, and the last
time I tried to appear before the full committee I could not get
a hearing.

Mr. MANN. I am sure the gentleman will have if granted
in the next Congress, ]

Mr, LANGLEY. I have been told in each Congress that I
would get it in the next Congress.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say it was very
far from my purpose to be offensive. Omne could not be offensive
to the gentleman, because he is always so genial.

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? How long
has he been in the House?

Mr. LANGLEY. Not quite so long as the gentleman from
Illinois. : : 5

Mr. MANN. I just wanted to make a comparison. I have
been here for 18 years, and I never yet have been able to get
a bill from the committee, and I have had one here all of that
time; and I rather think the committee was right in not report-
ing it. i

Mr. LANGLEY. But in my case I do not think the com-
mittee was right in not reporting it. My experience with the
committee leads me to fear that if the gentleman stays here
the balance of his life he will not get his bill reported.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. LANGLEY. I object. :

UNITED STATES REGISTRY OF BARK * SIMLA."

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
17613) authorizing the Commissioner of Navigation to eause
the bark Simla to be registered as a vessel of the United
States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I object.

TEMPLIN MORREIS FPOTTS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
12486G) for the relief of Templin Morris Potts, captain on the
retired list of the United States Navy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

CHARLES L. PRITCHARD.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
17343) for the relief of Charles L. Pritchard.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secreta
hereby, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of, or to pay,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Charles L. Pritchard, of Front Royal, Va., the sum of ;ﬂ?g.ﬁz being
the value of stamps and money taken from his custody as postmaster
at Front Royal, Va., by b_urgiars. on July 19, 1913,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause,] The Chair hears none. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

JAMES T. PETTY AND OTHERS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 13388) for the relief of James T. Petty, Charles W,

of the Treasury be, and he is

Chureh, and others, exeeutors of Charles B. Church, deceased,
Jesse B. Wilson, and George T. Dearing.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

‘ GEORGE W. LALAND,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 19497) to amend the military record of George W,
Laland.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, e¢tc., That In the administration of the pension laws
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers, or any branch thereof, George W. Laland, a resident of Ili.
nols, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably
discilnrged from the military service of the United States as a private
of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, on the
Tth day of April, 1865 : Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior
to the passage of this act. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed. >

FREDERICK J. BIRKETT.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 18173) to reinstate Frederick J. Birkett as third
lieutenant in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

WILLIAM G. KERCKHOFF.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 5990) to authorize the sale and issuance of patent for
certain lands to William G, Kerckhoff. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to sell and issue Ratent to William_G.
Kerckhoff for the following real property situated In the county of Los
Angeles, State of California, more particularly described.as follows:

Commencing at the quarter corner of section 80, township 2 north,
range 7 west, this corner being the northwest corner of the southw
quarter of said section 30, running thence easterly along the north line
of said southwest quarter 900 feet ; thence at right angles south 330 feet;
thence at right angles westerly 660 feef; thence at right angles south
330 feet; thence west at right angles 350 feet to the range lines be-
tween range 8 west and range 7 west, S8an Bernardino base and me-
ridian; thence northerly 574.4 feet to the point of inning, containing
10 acres of land; on the payment of the sum of $2.50 per acre. '

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. :

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

ARTHUR J. FLOYD,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 5497) authorizing the issuance of patent to Arthur J.
Floyd for section 31, township 22 north, range 22 west of the
sixth principal meridian, in the State of Nebraska.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized 1o issue tent to Arthur J. Floyd for section 381,
in township 22 north, range 22 west of the sixth principal meridian, in
the State of Nebraska.

[After a

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
pause.] The Chair hears none.

"The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

PATENTS ISSUED TO CERTAIN INDIANS,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 19376) confirming patents heretofore issued to ecer-
tain Indians in the State of Washington,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the patents heretofore issued in the name of
Enmi Sam, July 22, 1902, for the south half of the northeast quarter,
lots 1 and 2, sectlon 6, township 23 north, range 19 east of the Willa-
mette meridian; and a similar patent in the name of Peter Benoy
February 25, 1905, for the southwest quarter section 3, township 25
north, range 19 east of the Willamette meridian; and a similar patent
in the name of Anastus Yaksum, widow of Yaksum, February 3, 1908,
for the west half of the northwest quarter and the west half of the
southwest quarter, section 9, township 23 north, range 19 east of the
Willamette meridian; and a similar patent in the name of Ellen Win-
nier, widow of Tom Winnier, August 1, 1904, for the northwest quar-
ter of section 16, township pE) north, range 19 east of the Willamette
meridian ; and a similar patent in the name of Mary Batvia, October 1,
1903, for the west half of the southeast quarter and the south half of
the northeast quarter, section 5, township 23 north, range 19 east of
the Willamette meridian; and a similar patent in the name of John
Harmelt, April 14, 1909, for the southwest quarter of the northeast
quarter, and the southeast quarter of the northwest gnarmr, and the
northeast quarter of the sonthwest guarter, section 27, township 24
north, range 19 east of the Willamette meridian ; and a similar patent
in the name of Madeline, April 9, 1901, for the east half of the south-
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west quarter and the southeast quarter of the northwest guarter, sec-
tion 14, township 24 north, range 18 ecast of the Willamette meridian;
and a similar patent in the name of Dan Nason, August 1, 1904, for
the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter, and lot 10, section 22,
township 24 north, range 18 east of the Willamette meridian; and a
similar patent in the name of Willlam Nason, August 1, 1904, for the
northwest quarter section 26, township 24 north, range 18 east of the
Willamette meridian; and a similar patent in the name of Tenas
Georgre, December 17, 1901, for lots T and 8, section 7, and lots 2, 3, 4,
and 7, section 18, township 24 north, range 21 east of the Willamette
meridian ; and a similar patent in tﬁe name of Mary Ann, August 1
1004, for the mortheast quarter of the southwest sgu.nrter, and lots 2
and 4, section 26, township 24 north, range 18 east of the Willamette
meridian ; and a similar patent in the name of Mary Nason, A 1
1904, for the south half of the northeast quarter and the north half of
the southeast quarter, section 22, township 24 north, range 18 east of
the Willamette meridian, all situated in the State of Washington, be,
and the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed as fee-simple pat?ents
without restrictions ngsly.nst alienation as of their dates of issuance,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
paunse.] The Chair hears none,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

GUSTAV HERTFELDER,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 1060) fixing the date of reenlistment of Gustav Hert-
felder, first-class fireman, United States Navy.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to enter the reenlistmenf of Gustay
Hertfelder, first-class fireman, United States Navy, as of October 18
1909, in sccordance with the provisions of section 16 of the act of
March 3, 1899,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [Affer a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

MATTHEW M'DONALD.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 11927) for the relief of Matthew McDonald.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That in the administration of the pension laws
Matthew McDonald shall be hereafter held and considered to have
been honorably ged from the military service of the United
States as second-class boy on the Meose, Uni States Navy, October,
%3133: ?romied, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of

5 act.

The committee amendments were read, as follows:

Strike out the word “ military ™ in line 5, page, 1, and insert the word
“mnayal,” and strike out the word * October” in line 7 and insert the
words “ on the 20th day of August.” :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 8, after the word “no,” strike out the remainder and in-
sert * back ]llmy. bounty, allowance, or other emolument ghall accrue Iy
reason of the passage of this act,” so that the line as amended
read : "Pfovideg, That no back pay, bounty, allowance, or emolument
shall accrue by reason of the passage of act.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed,

CHARLES V. WELLS.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
return to Calendar No. 431 (H. R. 13373), a bill to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles V.
Wells,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. Lancrey] asks unanimous consent to return to No. 431.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, since I
objected to the consideration of that bill I have learned some
facts regarding the case that I did not know at the time I made
the objection. I do not desire to leave upon the mind of any
Member of this House the impression that merely because I can
not get through one of my own bills of the same kind, equally
meritorious, I would object on that ground to somebody else’s
bill. I reserved the objection in order to get the facts of the
case, a8 I had not had the opportunity to read the report. I
really did not intend to insist upon the objection, but during the
colloguy that followed I perhaps became a little bit provoked
and irritated, and finally insisted upon it.

I should deeply regret the consciousness that I had done in-
justice to anybody, and especially to an old soldier. I felf
when I made the objection, and I still feel, confident that I have
had some cases pending before the Military Committee for
years which possess the highest order of merit and which have

[After a

been ignored. I do not desire to make the charge that I have
been treated with gross unfairness by that committee. Der-
haps in the rush of public business they may have unintention-
ally left upon me such an impression for the time being.

Mr. STAFFORD. The regular order, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a sincere and patriotic
motive in making this statement, and I hope gentlemen who
are interrupting me in this manner will realize that fact and
let me finish my statement, which will be only a few sentences
more. I am sure that if Members of the House had the time
to read the evidence in the cases to which I have referred they
would agree with me that they are cases in which relief should
be granted by Congress. But I shall not take up your time
further now. The people of my district realize that I am doing
my best to serve them, and they have honored me with a seat
in the next Congress. I give notice that if I do not get these
cases through this Congress I shall bring them up again in the
next Congress, and no case of less merit shall pass, if I can
prevent it, until these are passed. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my
objection to unanimous consent for the present consideration of
this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection,

Mr. MANN. The bill has been read, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing to
the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
Charles V, Wells.”

Is there objection?

GEORGE RICHARDSON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 17842) for the relief of George Richardson,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the title of Genr%e Richardson in and to the
northwest quarter of section 33, township 15, range 16, Noxubee
County, Miss., as assignee of the conveyance of John Victor, be, and

same Is hereby, gquieted and co ed, and patent therefor shall
issue to the sald George Richardson.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

ELLERY B. WILMAR.
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
2668) for the relief of the heirs of Ellery 3. Wilmar,
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to reinstate the homestead entry,
designated at Oakiand, Cal, as serial 03576, of the northwest
quarter of the southwest quarter and the west half of the northwest
quarter of section 8, and the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter
of gection 5 of township 23 south, range 13 eas& Mount Diablo base
and meridian, in the San Francisco land district, California, which was
made December 15, 1909, by El B. Wilmar, now deceased, and to
cause patent thereon to issue to the legal heirs of said Wilmar upon
proof of compliance by such heirs with the homestead laws in the
matter of cultivation.

With committee amendments, as follows:

Amend, ﬂ[m.g'e 1, line 6, by striking out the word “of ” after the word
“gix ™ an inﬁerﬁng the word * embra 2

Amend, page 2, lines 2 and 3, by striking ont the words “ upon proof
of compliance by such heirs with the homestead laws,” and inserting
“ gubject to compliance with the homestead laws.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing to
the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

REYV. JOHN A. FERRY,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. It
12806) to place Rev. John A. Ferry, captain, upon the unlimited
retired list of the Army.

The title of the bill was read.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects. !
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FREDERICK J. BIRKETT.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
6011) to reinstate Frederick J. Birkett as first lieutenant of the
United States Revenue-Cutter Service,

The title of the bill was read.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, MANN] objects.

MAJ. WILLIAM 0. OWEN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 5525) to authorize the President to appoint Maj, Wil-
liam O. Owen, United States Army, retired, a colonel on the
active list of the Army.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr, MANN. I object.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from
Illinois if he has noticed the report on this bill?

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly. I never object to a bill without
kﬂ?wlng something about if. I would not take that responsi-
bility.

Mr. MURRAY. I presume, then, the gentleman is going to stay
with it, so I will not make any statement.

Mr. MANN. Here is a bill which proposes to promote a man
on the retired list from major to colonel, and it only provides
that he shall take the examination of a lieutenant colonel. Think
of that!

Mr. MURRAY. I am satisfied I could not convince the gentle-
man, so there is no use talking about it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects. {

WILLIAM W. FINEREN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 15686) for the relief of William W. Fineren.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects. !
JAMES F. GORMAN,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16166) for the relief of James F. Gorman, -

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objects.

Mr. VOLLMER. Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the objection.

Mr. VOLLMER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very meritorious
claim. I introduced the bill to give the man $5,000, which I
think would not compensate him for the injuries he has sus-
tained. Both the committee and the department report favor-
ably on the claim. The Judge Advocate General cxpressly
states that he considers it a meritorious claim. I have known
the claimant personally for a great many years, and all that
time I have known him to wear a bandage around his face, in-
dicating that he has sustained such injuries as he claims. He
assures me—and I believe him—that the amount allowed by the
committee, $2,000, would not reimburse him for the amount of
his doctors’ bills. I know he has had several operations in the
last three or four years, and I know he has suffered a great deal
of pain.

Under the circumstances it seems to me it is a meritorious
claim that ought to be allowed.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to detain the House
when it is trying to reach bills to which there is no objection.
And I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that until the gen-
eral compensation law was passed, only a few years ago, Con-
gress invariably refused to pay compensation by special legisla-
tion to employees who were injured in the Government service.
After the general compensation bill was passed the Committee
on Claims reported a few bills in one Congress providing for
payment in special cases. Those bills, with the exception of
one or two, were not passed. I think that was in the Sixty-
first Congress—not very long ago. In thé last Congress, the
Sixt;-second, there were quite a number of these bills reported,
and some were passed. Quite a number have been reported and
passed in this Congress, special bills where the general compen-
saticn law did not apply, or going back prior to the date of the
general compensation law. This bill gces back to an injury
that occurred in 1877.

As far as I am concerned, T am unwilling to give unanimous
consent to pass any bill for the relief of anybody for a personal
injury that occurred so long ago. There have been thousands

The gentleman from Illinois

and thousands of injuries to Government employees since that
time, and there are probably in the neighborhood of 500 or
1,000 cases a year now under the general compensation law.
If we are going to pay compensation to everybody who has ever
been injured in the Government service it ought to be done by
general legislation. It is impossible for Congress to give con-
sideration to separate bills for all the people who have been
injured as far back as 1877. I appreciate the fact that that is
not the fault of the man. That is the fault, if it be a fauit,
of the Government, which did not adopt the policy of giving
any compensation until six or seven years ago. I am not
willing to go back and take up all the cases since 1877 and sit
here and figure them out, and I do not think it is the business
of Congress to do it. If Congress wants to do it by general
legislation, that is another thing. I am not willing to pass
special bills by unanimous consent for cases that go back so
far. That is the only objection I have.

Mr. VOLLMER. I will gsay that there have been (uite a
number of such bills passed.

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon.
no bill passed going back anything like that far.

Mr. VOLLMER. I understand that within the past few
months a bill has been passed which goes back to 1861.

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, the gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. VOLLMER. I have just received that information.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman who gave the information is
mistaken. i

Mr. VOLLMER. Of course if the gentleman is determined to
object there is no use to take the time of the House further.

Mr, MANN. I object. ;
b’jfh?. SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

There has been

WILLIAM J, BLAKE.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 18474) for the relief of William J. Blake.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to to Willilam J, Blake, out of an
money in the Treasury not a:nthierw&Y appropriated, the sum of 55,005
as compensation for injurles to spine, throngg no negligence on his part,
while msbem;loyed in the United States Navy Yard, Portsmouth,
N. H., October 21, 1912,

With the following committee amendment :

In line 6 strike out the figures * $5,000” and insert in lien thereof
the figures “ $2,000.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, supplementing what
I have just said in reference to the general compensation law,
the Committee on Claims is now being besieged for the con-
sideration of bills that pay compensation in addition to the com-
pensation provided by the general law. That compensation
under the general law is limited to one year's pay. The Com-
mittee on Claims have reported quite a number of bills provid-
ing additional compensation above that allowed by the general
law, private bills giving special consideration to particular
cases,

Of course, if we do that for one case, we have got to do it for
every case, unless there be special favoritism. I am unwilling
to have special bills passed by Congress in every case where
somebody is injured while in the Government service, because
these bills would amount to thousands in the course of a year.
This is one of those cases. It is a hard case. The compensa-
tion allowed under the general law is very meager. I am not
willing to give my consent to pass such a bill by unanimous con-
sent and enter upon the precedent of paying additional compen-
sation where compensation has been made under the general
law.

It so happens that this bill is the bill of the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. Hixps]. There is no man in this House that I
would go further for, at the risk of violating my conscience, than
I would for the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hixps]. But I
can not do it. I am going to object to all of these bills where
‘they come up for unanimous consent, as long as’'I am a Member
of the House. I do not make any criticism of the Committee on
Claims, for I know the pressure that is brought to bear on the
committee. I will reserve the right to object.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand the remarks of
the gentleman from Illinois to be intended as eriticizing the
Committee on Claims; but I wish to say, in justification of the
action of the committee in reporting these bills, that the com-
mittee decided at the beginning of this Congress that we did not
propose to be bound by the provisions of existing law. On a
former occasion I undertook to point out the absurdity in which
such a course might involve the committee. We decided that if
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we were going to consider these bills at all we were going to
try and do justice, and that is the only criterion that the com-
mittee has consciously been governed by.

Now, here is a man that got a year’s pay, $700, under the gen-
eral law. His spine has been injured to the extent that the
man is a helpless invalid for life. We could not agree to pay
a man injured in this way $700. If we pay him anything, we
ghould allow him a sum somewhat commensnate with the injury.

Now, the Government has entered on a new policy of dealing
with its employees. But so long as the Claims Committee is
dealing with these cases we do not intend to be governed
strictly by existing law. It has been shown time and again
that we can not follow the provisions of existing law and do
justice in every case.

So long as we deal with the claims we propose to report an
amount somewhat commensurate with the injury the party has
received. We know of no other-safe rule to be governed by.
That is the principle upon which the commitiee has tried to
act. It is to be devoutly hoped that some time Congress will
take charge of this matter and pass a compensation law which
is just and reasonable and will meet every emergency in which
a man is injured. Mr, Speaker, if this Government is going to
allow its employees compensation it should at least allow an
amount which can not properly be ridiculed. Having that in
mind, the Committee on Claims has tried to pursue a reasonable
and just course in dealing with these matters. We could not
follow the general law without doing injustice in particular
cases. And so long as we deal with these cases at all we pro-
pose to try to do justice in the future as we have endeavored
to do in the past.

Mr. HINDS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the first page
of the report read in my time,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the first
page of the report in the gentleman’s time.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.

Blake, ha

18474) for the relief of William J. ving congidered the same,
report thereon with a recommendation that it do pass with the follow-
ln% amendment :

n line 6 strike out the figures “ §5,000 ” and insert in lien thereof
mwﬂ m;%‘ﬂw ged 26 f Ki

am J. Blake, a years, o ttery,
at the Portsmouth ﬁ\‘avy Yard on the 21st d?r
that date while working in the eaisson of the dry doek he fell, fractur-
ing the eleventh and elfth dorsal vertebrsm, causing total paralysis
of the lower limbs. For eight months following that e he was con-
fined to the bed, done up in a plaster cast. In July, 1918, the cast was
replaced with a leather jacket. He is now able to sit up and get about
in a wheel chair, but with no prgggects of the recovery of use of
his limbs. The accident was eaun by falling a distance of about 15
feet and striking across a steel girder. His family consists of a wife
and two small children, both under the age of 6 years. He has no in-
come and no means of support for himself and family. In the summer
of 1913 he was taken to the Massachusetts General Hospital in Boston,
and an attempt was made to perform such an operation as would pro-
mote his recovery, but it was without success.

Further facts concerning the accident to the claimant are contained
in the following summary of evidence in support of claim for com-
ensation under the act of May 30, 1908, furnished the Hon. A. C.
1¥ps by the Department of Labor, as well as letter of the clnimant,
William J. Blake, and affidavits of his physicians, which are made a part
of this report.

Mr. HINDS. Mr. Speaker, this is a very pitiful case, as the
report shows, and I think it justifies the House in going to the
limit. I hope the objection will not be made and that the House
will vote this man this small compensation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

THOMAS P. DARR.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16650) for the relief of Thomas P, Darr.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That $918.50, or so much thereof as may be found
due the claimant, be, and the same is hereby, authorized to be appropri-
ated out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not other-
wise appropriated, for the relief of Thomas P. Darr on account of serv-
ices rendered as mail carrier from Gooding, Idaho, to Corral, Idaho,
during the spring and summer of 1907, and the Secretary of the Treas-
ury is hereby authorized and directed to pay the said amount to Thomas
P. Darr, as full compensation for services rendered.

The following committee amendment was read:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the ury not otherwise
appropriated, to Thomas P. Darr the sum of $830.37 on account of serv-
ice rendered as mail earrier from Gooding, Idaho, to Corral, Idaho,
during the spring and summer of 1907, this amount to be accepted by
sald Thomas P. Darr as full compensation for service rendered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
gideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed fo.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

Me., was an employee
of October, 1012, On

!  LOUIS LANDRAM,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R,
18038) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the
case of Louis Landram, administrator of William J, Landram,
deceased.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, +

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. HELM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman be good enough
to tell on what he bases his objection to the bill? i

Mr, MANN, Mr. Speaker, I have read the report very care-
fully. There are a lot of errors in it—that is, a lot of contra-
dictions—which I presume the gentleman has not noticed. The
present claim is for the commissions for the years 1874 fo 1879,
inclusive, which were not included in the suit brought in the
Court of Claims on account of an oversight on the part of one
of Mr. Landram’s attorneys. There was good reason for the
oversight, I think, and it is possible that the House shounld, on
proper consideration, pass the bill at some time when it can be
properly considered., So far as I am concerned I do not think
the bill ought to be passed at all. I have examined the matter,

Mr. HELM. Is it not possible the gentleman might be mis-
taken in that matter?

Mr. MANN. It is possible, of course.

Mr. HELM. Let me make a short statement. This collec-
tor was appointed in 1873 and served as such until 1884,

Mr. MANN. I have examined all of the facts in the case, as
shown by the report. I have got it all marked up.

Mr. HELM. The point is this: That for the period of time
when this man served as collector he was compensated after
taking this case to the Court of Claims and from the Court of
Claims he prosecuted it to the Supreme Court of the United
States, and the Supreme Court of the United States adjudged it
a valid, subsisting claim; but on account of an oversight which
was, in good faith, made on the part of one of the attorneys
representing the man, he failed to include a portion of the
fees, all of which are acknowledged to be due by the department,
and are of the same type and character as he was paid for. If
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] knows, as a matter of
fact, that his attorney did not fail to include within the claim
that was filed before the Court of Claims and was prosecuted
to the Supreme Court of the United States these fees—if he
knows that the attorney did not, in good faith, include them—
then I am perfectly willing to quif.

If the gentleman knows that to be a fact, well and good; but
if it is a fact that the attorney by oversight did fail to cover
the entire time for which he was entitled to be compensated
for fees which are of the precise character and kind that the
Supreme Court said were justly due and unpaid, then it seems
to me that the man having filed the claim in 1885, and having
prosecuted it until 1902, he should now be entitled to receive
this. He prosecuted the claim while it dragged its slow course
through the Court of Claims, and its still slower course through
the Supreme Court of the United States, and all of us know
how dreadfully slow and snail-like is the pace that a claim goes
through in those ecircumstances; and after being so finely
ground both by the Court of Claims and by the Supreme Court,
it does seem to me that the claim comes clean-handed to this
body, and that the man ought to be compensated.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, let me suggest to my friend
from Kentucky that what I shall cite is an illustration, ap-
parently, of the care with which both the court and the attor-
neys in this case gave consideration to the subject:

7. That on or about the 18th day of March, 1885, the clnimant's de-
cedent filed his petition in the Court of Claims, No. 14509, for commis-
Slons Tiieid fiom L. on ST tumos for, D Wx years, Manadisnuly
ending Jgu.ne 30, 1884,

Now, when the court and the attorneys both figure that it is
six years from July 1, 1879, to July 1, 1884, I think there is
need of reconsideration. That is a mathematical error.

Mr. HELM. But that is simply a mouse track. It is imma-
terial ; it does not cut any figure in the claim at all.

Mr. MANN. It does not cut any figure in the merits of the
claim; but when that is repeated by the court several times
and by the attorneys in the case it shows that no one had ever
given consideration enough to it to figure out the length of
time, something that a man ought fo know instantly, but
which apparently they do not yet know..

Mr. HELM. Was that a mistake of the Supreme Court of
the United States?

Mr. MANN. No; the Supreme Court does not make such
mistakes.

Mr. HELM. What court made the mistake?

Mr, MANN. The Court of Claims.
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Mr. HELM. Onght this man to be penalized for a little
mistake like that.

Mr. MANN. And also the attorneys for the man who ap-
peared before the Court of Claims.

Mr. HELM. Ought he to be penalized for a trivial mouse
track of a mistake that the attorney made and for which he
has been paid? He has been paid from 1879 until 1884, and
the portion of the compensation that he wants is from 1873 to
1878.

If there is anything that appeals to the gentleman from Illi-
nois, the man to whom this debt is so justly due is in very
straitened circnmstances and has been depending on this claim
for years. It has been hanging up and shuttlecocked up and
down in the Senate in different bills and almost in the act of
being passed. It does seem to me that it is an equitable and
just-claim, and if the gentleman from Illinois knew the elr-
cumstances of the case I do not believe that he wonld insist
upon objecting to the claim.

Mr. MANN. This man held office from July 1, 1873, to July
4, 1885, and was perfectly satisfied to hold the office and take
the pay. After he was kicked out of office, then he wanted to
get a great deal more pay, and I have no sympathy with him, as
far as the equity is concerned.

Mr. HELM. The man has long since died.

Mr. MANN. If he is entifled to it legally, he gets it.

Mr. HELM. The man has long since died, and this is his
only surviving son.

Mr. MANN. Then there is less reason for passing it. Cer-
tainly his son did not earn it. The man was glad to hold the
Job. He is a Republican and was glad to hold the job, like
many others in Kentucky, and knew what he was getting.
After he got through holding the job, when Mr. Cleveland came
in, he struck some bright attorney who told him that he was
entitled to some more money and went into the Court of Claims
and got all he could get, barring the statute of limitation.

Mr. HELM. Ob, no.

Mr, MANN. Yes; he got what he could get under the law,
and then having gotten that much he wants us to waive the
statute of limitation. Now, morally he was not entitled to a
cent at any time. He knew what he was getting while in office.
He was satisfied with what he was getting while he was in
office. He wanted to keep the office and quit because the Demo-
cratic administration came in and fired him. Now, many a
man would like to hold office for 12 years—

Mr. HELM. I want to beg and plead with the gentleman
as earnestly as I can because my heart is in it for this man
who needs it awfully badly——

Mr. MANN. He does not need it half as much as the fellows
who have to pay it.

Mr. HELM. This collector was in the same shape as the
Members of Congress would be who get $7,500 salary, and also
get stationery and some mileage. If we had overlooked our
mileage and had died and our heirs would come in and want
that mileage or that stationery, notwithstanding we had re-
ceived $7,500—

Mr. MANN. That is a good illustration.

Mr. HELM. For 18 or 20 years——

Mr. MANN. That is a good illustration. I am entitled to
mileage under the law from Congress several years ago. The
law gave me mileage and I never got it, and if sometime some
of my relatives or heirs should come before Congress and ask
for that money I hope to God they will be turned down cold.
I am not asking for it and they are not entitled to it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. HELM. Does the gentleman object?

Mr. MANN. I will have to object.

DOMMICK TAHENY AND JOHN W. MORTIMER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was
the bill (8. 1058) for the relief of Dommick Taheny and John
W. Mortimer,

The Clerk read the title of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

LYMAN D. DRAKE, JR.

The next business in erder on the Private Calendar was
the bill (H. R. 15168) for the relief of Lyman D. Drake, jr.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
herchy, authorized and directed to pay to Lyman D.nDralm, }1.-.,. of
Corpus Christi, Tex,, the sum of £10,000, out of any money not other-
wise approgrzntod, for personal injuries received while in the employ
of and working upon the Panama Railroad and in connection with that
service and in the employ of the Panama Canal Commission as brake-
man upon the Panama Raliroad.

The committee amendment was read, as follows:

Tage 1, line 5, strike out * §10,000 " and insert * $1,102,50."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. This man under the compensation law would
be entitled to have received $1,042.50. I do not recall how the
committee reached the $1,102.50. The compensation law would
have given $1,042.50.

Mr. GARNER. I do not know myself. !

Mr. MANN. If that is satisfactory to the gentleman, why——

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman himself has made the cal-
culation, that certainly must be correct.

Mr. MANN. I made the calenlation.

Mr. GARNER. The Clerk of the committee said he got $105
a month. )

Mr. MANN. That is right. But he got some of this money.

Mr. GARNER. Oh, he did?

Mr. POU. He got over $45.

Mr. GARNER. I am willing that he should receive what is
the usual amount under the compensation act. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike out the amount “$1,10250" and insert
Wi sl’w.m.”

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment to the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the amendment by striking out “ $1,102.50 " and Inserfing in
lien thereof “* $1,042.50.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas.

The amendment was agreed to. ]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to strike out, commencing
in line 7, after the word “of,” the following language: “and
working upon the Panama Railroad and in connection with that
service and in the employ of.” I want to give a correct descrip-
tion here.

Mr. GARNER. Very well.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment, .

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 7, after the word “of,” strike out the following lan-
guage: * And working upon the Panama Railroad and in connection
with that service and in the employ of.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
ManN].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I move to strike out the word
“Panama,” in line 9, and insert the word *Isthmian”; and
strike out all of the bill after the word * Commission” and
insert in lieu thereof “in the capacity of trainman.” This man
was a trainman on the Isthmian Canal and not on the Panama
Railroad.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 9, strike out the word “ Panama " and Insert the word
“ Isthmian " ; and strike out after the word * Commission " the words
“ as brakeman upon the Panama Railroad " and Insert the words “in
the capacity of trainman.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tllinois,

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempora. The guestion is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

GEORGIA RAILROAD & BANKING CO.
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill

| (8. 926) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad & Banking Co.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise a:groprlnted, the sum of $4,888.08 to the Georgia
Railroad & Banking Co., formerly called the Georgin Railroad Co., for
the balance due it for the tran tation of the United States malils
under contract prior to May 81, 1861, on routes Nos. 6136, 6143,
and 6144, Georgia, said balance having been found due by the Auditor
for the Post Office Department and reported to Congress by the Sccre-
tary of the Treasury in Document No. 297, first session, Fifty-ninth
Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
as I read this report, it is based entirely on the fact that the rec-
ords of the Confederacy which came into the control of the
Government showed that this railroad company had received
the full quota of payment from the Confederacy for services
that had been performed prior to the outbreak of the Civil War,
and, further, that those records were rather mutilated and not
complete. Now, I wish to inquire whether this railroad com-
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pany itself—because this report does not show anything to that
effect—has ever made any affidavit showing that they really
were not paid the full amount, or whether this is a matter that
is in the hands of some claims attorney. The committee report
indicates that they are merely acting upon sonie partial Con-
federate report showing that this railroad company way back in
the war times received thousands upon thousands of dollars
for this elaim, and this mutilated record shows that they did not
receive some $4,000, which is proposed to be appropriated in
this bill.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will find on page 4 of the report
the affidavit of a man who claims he was cashier of the Georgia
Railroad & Banking Co., who states that *“the said records
failed to show that said company ever received from any source
the balance of $4,880.68 shown to be due the said railroad com-
pany in said Document No. 92,” and so forth.

Mr. STAFFORD. Do not those records refer to the records
of the Confederacy?

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. Those are the records of the company.
He testifies that the cashier of the company and the records
show that that money was never received.

Mr, STAFFORD. I had read most of the report, but I must
confess that I had overlooked that paragraph that the gentle-
man refers to. That answers the question whether there ought
not to be some proof from the claimants to the effect that they
had ot received the full amount.

. Th> SPEAKER pro tempore,

Ther> was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third
reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

SOUTHERN TRANSPORTATION CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
5605) for the relief of the Southern Transportation Co.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the Southern Transportation Co., of
Philadelphia, Pa., the sum of $5,556.70, to relmburse the said company
for the repairs, expenses, and demurrage in connection with the barge
Antietam, owned _I(J!y sald campani; on account of damage to sald barge
bylc?elélslon with U. 8. lightship No. 8, which amount hereby appro-
prlated. ;

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed. :

PAY INSPECTOR F. T. ARMS, UNITED STATES NAVY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 3525) for the relief of Pay Inspector F. T. Arms, United
States Navy.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to F. T. Arms, of the navy yard at
Portsmouth, N. H., a pay inspector in the United States Navy, the
sum of $955.20, to reimburse him for payments made as paymaster in
the Navy, as shown by his official accounts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

GEORGE E. LERRIGO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 3419) admitting to citizenship and fully naturalizing George
Edward Lerrigo, of the city of Topeka, in the State of Kansas.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: :

Be it enacted, etc., That George Edward Lerrigo, the son of an Amerl-
can citizen, of the city of Topeka, in Shawnee County, State of Kan
i8 hereby admitted and declared to be a citizen of the United States o
America, and is fully naturalized as such citizen for all purposes from
and after the taking effect of this act,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
Mr. MANN. My, Speaker, I move to strike out the last word.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
~ moves to strike out the last word.

Mr. MANN. This is a special bill to grant a man citizenship.
I think it is a meritorious case. I had some consideration of
this bill last winter, or at some other time since this Congress
met—winters and summers have run together, you know. I
also had another case a good deal like it, and I took them up

Is there objection?

The question is on the third

The question is on the third

with some members of the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization and asked them if that committee was willing to re-
port any of these bills at all.

They had passed one once before—a very peculiar case. The
members of the committee told me that they would not favorably
report this bill. It was a House bill then, I think, and they said
they would not report the other bills which some of my con-
stituents wanted reported. I see they have now reported the
Senate bill. I have no objection to it, though I wish they had
not put me in the embarrassing position of telling certain people
that after investigation I was informed that the committee
would not report any bill like that.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman believe this is an
earnest of their intention to give consideration in the near fu-
ture to the bills in which the gentleman is interested?

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. I have forgotten what the bill was. I
never introduced any bill, in fact.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not recall any bill coming
from the gentleman from Illinois which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration,

Mr. MANN. T did not introduce the bill. If I used the word
“bill,” T was mistaken. It was a case. I laid the papers be-
fore certain members of the Committee on Immigration, and
had an investigation made of the matter.

Mr. MOORE. I will say to the gentileman that there was
a great deal of doubt in the committee about reporting any of
these bills.

Mr. MANN. I have no inclination to criticize the committee.

Mr. MOORE. I simply rose to say that I did not recall any
bill of the kind introduced by the gentleman from Illinois,

Mr. MANN. I did not introduce any bill

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

JOHN CALVIN LEONARD.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 18174) to transfer Capt. John Calvin Leonard from
the retired fo the active list of the United States Navy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

B. W. LANGHORNE ET AL.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 2334) for the relief of 8. W. Langhorne and the legal rep-
resentatives of H. 8. Howell.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 8. W. Langhorne and the
legal representatives of H. 8. Howell, of Helena, Mont., out of an
meney in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,568,
and said amount of $1,568 is hereby appropriated out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. being the amount paid by
them for rent of the building used by the United States for a land office
at Helena, Mont., from November. 1885, up to and including June,
1900, a period of 56 months, at £28 per month,

With the following committee amendment :

Page 2, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words * nineteen hundred " and
insert in liea thereof the words *“ eighteen hundred and ninety.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time, and passed.

STEAMER “ GENERAL CARRETSON."

'fhe next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 21126) to authorize the change of name of the
steamer General Garretson to 8. H. Robbins,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby
authorized and directed, upon application of the owner, the Wilson
Transit Co., of Mentor, Ohio, to change the name of the steamer General
Garretson, official No. 203974, to the S. H. Robbins.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

A. W. SUDDUTH.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12075) to correct the military record of A. W.
Sudduth.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he Is hereby,
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing
against the name of A. W. Sudduth, late of Company K, First Regiment

issouri Volunteer Artillery, and to issue to him an honorable discharge
from sald service,
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With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

“That in the administration of the pension laws and laws governin
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, or any bran
thereof, A. W. Sudduth, late of Company K, First Regiment Missouri
Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
honorably discharged from the military service of the United States on
June 16, 1865: Provided, That no back pay or other allowance or
emolument ghall acerue prior to the passage of this act.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as anfended was ordered to be engrossed and read a

third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.
DANIEL JORDAN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 18884) for the relief of Daniel Jordan.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension laws
Daniel Jordan shall hereafter be held and considered to have been in
the military service of the United States as a private in Comga.nl&ll‘.
Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry, and Battery C, th
Bﬁ'lm.ent Unlted States Infantry, from April 23, 1861, to July 20, 1865,
and to have been honorably discharged as such on the latter date.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 2, llne 1, after the word “ date,” insert:

“ Provided, That no back pay, back pension, or other emolument or
allowance shall acerue prior Fa the passage of this act.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

ALFRED 8. LEWIS,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 1377) for the relief of Alfred S. Lewis.

The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the fon laws
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
diers, or any branch thereof, Alfred 8. Lewls shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been h'onorabl{ discharged from the military
service of the United States as a first lleutenant of Company H, Eigh-
teenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry: Provided, That no pen-
gion shall acerue prior to the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

CHARLES A. SPOTTS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
5002) for the relief of Charles A. Spotts.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ote., That the homestead entry of Charles A. Spotts on
Farm Unit L, or the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter of
section No. 2, in township No. 20, north of range No. 21, west of the
Montana principal meri , made under the act of April 23, 1904

83 U, 8. Stat, L. 302), as amended by the act of May 29, 1908 (35

. 8. Stat L., 448), Is hereby validated, subject to future compliance
with the law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill? .

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

JOHN A. RYAN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15666) for the relief of John A. Ryan, ,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to Kiont of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to John A. Ryan, who was permanently
disabled while engaged in the employment of the United States Govern-
ment attstlhben&hﬂadelpMa post office, in the State of Pennsylvania, the
sum o iy 5

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all of sald blll after the word “ appropriated,” In line 5,
and add the following: * $100.79, for the relief of John A. Ryan, of
Philadelphia, Pa., on account of injuries received b;
discharge of his duties as a eclerk In the United States post office at
Philadelphia, Pa., in July, 1912,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to inqujre of the chairman of the committee, what is the com-
mittee's policy in regard to reimbursement for an injury where
the employee is negligent? It appears in this case, from the
meager report from the Post Office Department, that the injury
was partly due to the claimant’'s own negligence. The First
Assistant Postmaster General, in his letter, refers to a provision
that we adopted last year in the Post Office appropriation bill,

but he leaves off of his citation that provision of the law which
states that no compensation shall be paid where the employee is
negligent. What is the policy of the committee in regard to
reimbursing people if injured through their own negligence?

Mr. POU. The custom of the committee heretofore has been
to examine into that matter, and if the injury was brought about
by the negligent act of the employee to turn down the proposition
for compensation. In other words, we have tried as near as we
could to pursue the policy that a public-service corporation
would be liable under like circumstances, and we do not think
the Government ought to hide behind any technical defense.
Whether we have succeeded or not, I do not know. ' :

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman knows that in many work-
men’s compensation acts passed in the States they compensate
for injuries that have been received or have arisen through the
negligence of the employees. I did not know whether it was
the intention of the committee to go as far as that or not.

Mr. POU. We have resolved the doubt against the Govern
ment where it appears that the employee himself was not guilty, '
of gross negligence. In other words, if it was a pure acciden
and was not brought upon the employee by his own gross negli- |
gence, the committee does not think the Government ought to
exclude a man from the provisions of the compensation act.

Mr. STAFFORD. I quite agree with the attitude of the com-
mittee in not depriving the man of the compensation.

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, POU. Yes. et

Mr. MOORE. I had an extremely pathetic letter from this
man to-day, indicating that his injury is permanent. His salary,|
is only $600 a year. The report from the department indicates
that the injury was partly due to Mr. Ryan's own negligence,
but he was in the discharge of his duty as a clerk. The man is
permanently injured, and the amount allowed him is an
extremely small amount. I do not see anything here to indicate'
what the negligence was.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is nothing in the report.

Mr. MOORE. The letter from the Assistant Postmaster does
not show it ;

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the letter from the claimant indicate
what the negligence consisted of? ]

Mr. MOORE. Yes; I have not the letter with me; I did not
know the case was coming up. The statement in the letter
was one of distress, loss due to sickness and pain resulting
from the accident, all of which indicated that he was perma-
nently injured. Now, you allow him $190 for an injury,
of that kind, which is a very small amount. I do not want to
run counter to the policy of the committee, but it seems to me
that there is little to show that the man was negligent, and it
does show that he was permanently injured.

Mr. MANN. I understand that the man is at work now for
the Government and draws full pay.

Mr. MOORE. I do not know about that.

Mr. MANN. He was paid for all the time he was absent.

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to direct the attention of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania to the report from the Assistant Post-
master General, who says that at the time of the accident he
was receiving a salary of $600, and as a result of the dlsability,
incurred was absent for 114} days, without pay, from July 1L

The natural inference is that thereafter he was able to resume
work. : :

Mr. MOORE. That is what he is being paid for—the absént
time. i

Mr. MANN. That is all !

Mr. MOORE. If that is the policy of the committee, I will
not object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the first word.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] just said that if
it was the policy of the committee to do so-and-so he would not
object. I do not know how we can always ascertain what is
the policy of the committee. I am speaking now not very
seriously, and I hope gentlemen will not get very excited about
it. The other day the Committee on Claims reported on a bill
which was introduced to cover an injury where the injury was
not the negligence of the employee, and they reported it ad-
versely upon the ground that they would not report favorably,
any bill for injuries to post-office employees that were not cov-
ered by the general law, and, of course, they would not report
those.

They reported a letter from the Postmaster General stating
that the Post Office Department, in view of the fact that Con-
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gress had to pass n general law on the subject, was opposed to
the passage of any private bills for compensation to any em-
ployees in the Post Office Department, whether the injuries
occurred prior to the passage of the general law or not. That
action was taken by the committee, based on the letter of
the Postmaster General, on one day. The next day the com-
mittee had before it the report of the First Assistant Postmas-
ter General recommending the passage of a bill, and the com-
mittee reported that favorably. I do not know how my friend
from Pennsylvania will learn the policy of the committee or
the policy of the Post Office Department. One day the com-
mittee accepts the recommendation of the Postmaster General
that no private bills be passed relating to employees of the
Post Office Department and the next day the committee ac-
cepts the .recommendation of the First Assistant Postmaster
General that a special bill be passed. I hope my friend will
not take this as being at all offensive, because it is mot. I
think it is a joke.

Mr, POU. Mr. Speaker, I have so repeatedly stated here
that, so far as I knew, the committee could not be governed by
any fixed policy that it seems almost superfluous to again
repeat it. ;

Mr. MANN. It is superfluous to repeat it; but in view of the
fact that the committee just reported a bill adversely and laid
it on the table, I thought it worth while repeating it.

Mr. POU. That is very true. It is not worth while to re-
peat it. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] .can take
isolated cases that any committee of the House having so many
bills as the Committee on Claims has and point out apparent
inconsistencies. If the committee is going to undertake to act
on these cases at all, there is but one rule that I know of that
can govern its action properly, and that is to constitute itself
a forum, a jury, and try to do justice in every particular case.
That is what the committee has done. We have not taken any
orders from the Postmaster General or from the Assistant Post-
master General. I would like to say to the gentleman from
Tllinois that the influence of a member of his party on the sub-
committees of the Committee on Claims goes just as far as the
word or influence of any gentleman on this side.

Mr. MANN. I can not see what that has to do with it.

Mr. POU. I want to say this: We take up these questions
without regard. The guestion in the consideration of the mat-
ters is what gentleman on the committee is willing to do the
work of investigation. I have no doubt that we have made mis-
takes. I have no doubt that we have involved ourselves in
apparent inconsistencies, but we try to do right as far as we
ean, and that is all I have to say in respect to any of these
criticisms.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I must confess it is rather incon-
teivable to me just how it is possible for the committee one
day to adopt one policy as a committee policy and the next
day to adopt a directly opposite policy. I think the Committee
on Claims has reported adversely, to lay upon the table, one
bill in this Congress. There may have been some others, though
I do not recall them. That bill was reported the other day, and
I intended to bring it up here, but have not done so.

Mr, POU. Oh, there have been at least half a dozen, I
would say to the gentleman.

Mr. MANN. Possibly. I do not recall them. Certainly
there has been but one at this session of Congress. I take it
that the committee acts on these bills—that it is not just some
member of the committee—though perhaps that may be a violent
presumption on my part. But here the committee reported that
a bill he laid on the table because the Postmaster General was
opposed to any of these special bills in the Post Office De-
partment.

That action was taken one day. Now, if a court would
do that—try a case one day because of the general policy an-
nounced, and the next day should have another case and should
decide it the other way—we would think the court was care-
less, although I think that has been done even by a court.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pro forma amendnient will
be considered as withdrawn.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

JOSEPH A. JENNINGS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 19325) for the relief of Joseph A. Jennings.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

JOHN BURROWS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17122) for the relief of John Burrows.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pm John Burrows, of New
Orleans, La., out of any funds in the ury of the United States
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,000, to compensate him for
injuries received while in the employ of the Government on the
Panama Canal,

The committee amendment was read, as follows:

Line 6, strike out * $6,000 " and insert “ $1,433.33.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

CHARLOTTE M. JOHNSTON.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 20800) for the relief of Charlotte M. Johnston.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, aunthorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000 to Charlotte
M. Johnston, mother of Frank Volney Johnston, postmaster at Tecate,
Cal., border line of Mexico, who was killed in the discharge of his duty.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed. ;

AMERICAN TOWING & LIGHTERING CO.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17174) to pay the claim of the American Towing &
Lightering Co. for damages to its tug Buccaneer.

The Clerk read as follows: .

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay, out og any money lrill.Py the Treasur‘y no
otherwise aspropriated, the sum of $275 to the American Towing &
Lightering Co., owner of the tug Buccaneer, in full compensation for
its claim for damages sustained by said tug ﬁei.ng fouled by the United
States revenue launch Gypsy while said Buccaneer was made fast to its
wharf in the harbor of Baltimore eity.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection. [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

COL. RICHARD H. WILSON.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16896) for the relief of Col. Richard H. Wilson,
United States Army.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury are
hereby authorized and directed to credit to the accounts of Capt. Charles
W. Castle, paymaster, the sum of $7,181.64, and that Col. Richard II.
Wilsen, Fourteenth Infantry, United States Ar 7, be, and he is hereby
exonerated from all reaponsl’hmty for the loss[g% the said sum at Fon":
Willilam Henry Harrison, Mont., on or about May 16, 1912. ¥

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
pause.] The Chair hears none,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BRYAN. 1 hope the Recorn will show that Mr. Houm-
PHREY, Mr. LA ForLErTE, and myself are here and very earnest
in our support of this bill, and I am particnlarly interested in
the next bill.

[After a

W. F. CRAWFORD.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 21077) for the relief of W. F. Crawford.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise a propriated. to W. F. Crawford of Bremerton,
Wash., who was injured November 17, 1006, at the navy yard, Puget
Sound, while at work on board the battleship Wisconsin, by falling to
the berth deck of said battleship, the sum of $1,017.25 for the relief
of the said W. F. Crawford.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, this
man would be entitled under the compensation law, if that
covered it, to $330.88. Is the gentleman in charge of the bill
willing to accept that amount?

Mr. BRYAN, Is the gentleman going to leave the 88 cents on?

Mr. MANN. Every cent that should go to the man I should
like to give. | y

Mr. BRYAN. Of course we will be glad to accept the $330
rather than have the bill objected to.

Mr. MANN, I will have to object to it unless it is reduced
to that amount.

Mr. BRYAN. I will aceept the amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman state the
amendment?




1915.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3533

Mr. POU. The committee will accept the amendment.

Mr. BRYAN. That is what I meant.

Mr. POU. I understand the position the gentleman is
placed in.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, in line 10,
“$1,017.25 " and insert in lien thereof * $330.88.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 10, strike out * $1,017.25 " and insert * $330.88."

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

ARTHUR W. FOWLER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R,
18197) for the relief of Arthur W. Fowler.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

RBe it enacted, ete., That the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby,

appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-

priated, . to be -paid to Arthur W. Fowler, or to his executors or
administrators,

n full satisfaction of his claim against the United
States for damages for the loss of his means of livelihood resulting
from seriouns physical injuries received by him while employed as an
electrician’s helper in the United States partment of Agriculture, at
Washingteon City, in the District of Columbia, and for physical and
mental suffering, as well as all other damages oecasionedp by an aceci-
dent on October 8, 1008, while employed In said department, occasioned
by the breaking of the limb of a tree upon which he was standin
in the line of his duty, by reason of which he has been incapacitat
for work at his trade as a telephone cable splicer, and sald injuries
being caused without any negligence on the part of the saild Arthur W,
Fowler ; said money to be paid under the direction of the Secretary of
Agricultore.

With a committee amendment as follows:

Amend, pagé 1, line 3, by striking out *“ $10,000,” and inserting in
lien thereo?a“ $1,000."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the committee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en-
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

FRANK H. WALKER AND FRANK E. SMITH.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the resolution
;Hi t{Jl‘e.-ax. 720) for the relief of Frank H. Walker and Frank E.
Sm

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

[H. Res. 720.]

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 19399, for the relief of Frank H.
Walker and Frank E. Smith, with the accompanying tpnperil. be, and
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for the findings
of facts and conclusions of law. =

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

JOE DAVIS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 13700) for the relief of Joe Davis.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to pajr. out of anﬁ money in the Treas-
ur?* not otherwlise appropriated, to Joe Davis the sum of $1,500, in
full compensation for injuries received by him on September é, 1910,
while in the performance of his duties as a powder man and engaged
in hlast!nﬁ in connection with the construction of the Celilo nal,
Columbia River improvement, in Wasco County, Oreg.

With a committee amendment.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am going to object.

Mr. SINNOTT. I hope the gentleman will withhold his ob-
jeetion until I can make a statement.

Mr, MANN. I will withhold it. :

Mr, SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that has received
careful attention from the committee, but by some inadvertence
of the printer there was omitted an affidavit from the injured
person of date March 2, 1914. -

I know that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has
announced his intention fo object to all bills of this kind where
the person injured has had the benefit of the compensation act,
but I sincerely trust that the gentleman from Illinois will
change his attitude, particularly in regard to this bill. I be-

LIT—223

Is there objection? [After a

The question is on agreeing to

Is there objection?

lieve this is a most exceptional, meritorions, and deserving case.
This is the case of a poor, ignorant, illiterate Slavonian, who
was ordered by a foreman, at the risk of losing his job, to
charge a hole for blasting. The hole was hot, and when the
powder was put in it exploded. It tore off the man's arm,
destroyed his eye, crushed in his skull, and he is practically
helpless. He is dependent now upon the charity of his friends.
The allowance of the committee is small, even niggardly, and
I do not think that this great Government should be placed in
this indifferent, heartless, and callous attitude toward human
suffering and mutilation. The blood of the workingman and
his limbs are a part of the cost of production, and they ought
to be paid for, and this man should not be thrown upon the
charity of the world, crippled and maimed by the carelessness
and the negligence of this Government.

I sincerely trust that the gentleman from Illinois will with-
hold his objection and not object to this bill, but let us con-
sider it.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I told the gentleman, both publicly
and privately, that I was going to object to this bill, and I
told him the reason why. The man has been paid eompensation
under the general law. The gentleman makes a very pretty
speech for a jury, but not for statesmen. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

Mr., SINNOTT. Just a moment, Mr, Speaker. I want to call
the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to this feature of
the case: This man was paid under the compensation act the
miserly and inadequate sum of §720; of this sum he was com-
pelled to pay out $285 for hospital fees and medical attendance.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read.

PETER M'KAY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
2589) for the relief of Peter McKay.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: ‘

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise afgr%rmted. to Peter McKay, or his legal representa-
tives, the sum of $2,500 as full compensation for permanent injuries
received by the sald McKay on the S5th day of May, 1004, at Fort
Worden, in the State of Washington, by being struck with a large piece
of log hurled by the explosion of an excessive blast of powder dis-
charged without warning by employees of the United States Govern-
ment engaged In clearing lands at sald Fort Worden under the diree-
tion and control of the United Btates Government.

With a committee amendment, as follows:

Amend$ page 1, line 6, by striking out *“ $2,500" and inserting
“ $1,600.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr., MANN. Reserving the right to object, my friend from
Washington [Mr. HumMPHREY]—and he is one of the dearest
friends I have—has besought me in every way possible, trying
to reach both my reason and my heart. Well, he rcaches my
heart, but the reason is all against him, both on this bill and
the next one. Now, of course, I will reserve an objection, but
that will probably prevent somebody else having a bill passed
that ought to be passed. I am going to object to this.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman with-
hold his objection one minute?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this is the
claim of Peter McKay. It has been before Congress for sey-
eral years. I happen to know Mr. McKay well, and he has
come to me personally many times about it. Of course it
comes under the rule the gentleman from Illinois has laid down,
and he is going to object. I ask to extend my remarks by
printing the first portion of the report. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing-
ton asks to extend his remarks. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.
ject to my extending my remarks?

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. I do not object to the gentleman ex-
tending his remarks. I beg the pardon of the Chair.

Mr. BRYAN. I am glad the gentleman withdraws that ob-
jection, because we all think this is a meritorious claim.

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The report referred to by Mr. HumpHREY of Washington is
as follows: > :

" The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2589)
for the rellef of Peter McKay, havi.n%: considered the same, report
:I;:;‘gi&;e::t‘h a recommendation that it do pass with the following

In line 6 strike out the figures “ 2,600 " and substitute in lieu thereof
the figures ** 1,500.”

Does the gentleman ob-
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The Senate Report No. 871, Sixty-third Co:igeu third sesslon,
together with two aMdavits and a letter from War Department,
are appended hereto and made a part of this reg:;tl.

A bill for the relief of this man passed the te in both the Bix-
tieth and Sixty-first Congresses.

[Senate Report No. 871, Sixty-third Congress, third session.]

" “The Committee on Claims, haﬂn§ had under consideration the bhill
(8. 2589) for the relief of Peter McKay, reports the same back to the
Senate with the recommendation that it do pass amended as follows:

*“In line 6 strike out * 5,000’ and insert in lien thereof ‘ $2,500.

“This claim has been before the Committee on Claims on two
revious occasions. A similar bill was favorably reported and passed
y the Senate during the Bixtieth Congress and a%-nin during the
Sixty-first Congress. n March 27, 1908, this committee, in favorably
reporting to the SBenate a similar bill for the relief of Mr. McKay, said:

“¢The Committee on Claims, having had under consideration the bill
8. 2743) for the relief of Peter McKay, report the same back to the

te with the recommendation that it {wlt.h an amendment strik-
ing ont the words * four thonsand dollars” in the sixth line and in-
sertln§ in llen thereof *“two thousand four hundred dollars”) do
o

pass, for reasons as follows:
“ ! Peter McKay, a resident of the city of Seattle, Wash., is the
four daughters largely de-

hend of a family consisting of a wife an
pendent Enon him for snp%ort.

- “i0n the 5th of May, 1904, he was at work for the United States
Government in the War Department, at Fort Worden, Wash., as a car-
Bentm-, engaged in building a searchhght cover, No one except a man
y the name of Howard was working with McKay. At the close of the
day McKay and Howard 1:““ work andhas was thelr custom, started
for what is known as the bunk house. hile they were walking along
the road engaged in conversation they were in a position to hear any
alarm or warning. In order to reach the bunk house they were com-
pelled to pass a place where the Government force were engaged in
clearing for the purpose of making an excavation for the embrasures
of 10-inch guns. As they ed a turn in the road immediately before
reaching the place where the clearing was being done theﬂ_ heard some
one yell, and immediately thereafter a blast exploded. n hearing
the yell they made an effort to reach a place of safety, but the timber
and earth flew through the air by reason of the explosion, and while
MecKay was crouched behind a smmg to save himself a large log which
had been thrown into the air by the explosion fell upon his leg and
broke it, and it became necess:a to amputate {it.

“¢No warning was given M y that an explosion was to take place,
He was walking along a road that he was accustomed to walk to put
his tools away. He was not a fellow servant of the men engaged in
making the excavation. By their failure to give him notice of the
intended blasting, the other employees of the Government were guilty
of gross negligence ; therefore he sustained his injury as a result of the
negligence of the emglo{em of the Government. Had McEay been em-
ployed by an individual or a company he could have maintained an

on against his employer upon the same state of facts.”

“In addition to the oregulnwhe roof on file discloses that Mr.
McKay is a temperate man of ustrious habits, but because of the
aforesaid injury has been unable to perform, with any degree of satis-
faction to an employer, manual labor—the only employment for which
he is by education fitted. That at the time of the accident he pos-
gessed a home and a reasonable amount of other property, but because
of his luabi!itg to work and earn a llving for himself and those de-
pendent upon him, he has been compelled to part with all his prgge:tiy.
and at the age of (5 years, with a wife 64 years of age and feeble in
health dependent upon him, is reduced to tgertg and faces the neces-
sity of seeking aid from the local authorities. learly, justice in this
instance has been too long delayed.”

SIMON M. PRESTON.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8, 691) for the relief of Simon M. Preston.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. 1 object.

Mr, HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the genfleman with-
hold his objection a moment?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. This is the case of a gen-
tleman who is now 93 years old, and it seems to me the claim
ought to be allowed; but I have reasoned with my friend from
Illinois [Mr, Maxx] as best I could, and he is obdurate. In
order to show the interest and the belief that the Washington
delegation have in this claim, I wish to state that my dis-
tinguished colleagues, Mr. La FoLLETTE, Mr. BRYAN, and myself
have stayed here now, until toward the hour of midnight, in
the hope that the gentleman from Illinois might relent at the
last moment and let this very meritorious claim pass. I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks by inserting the first
part of the report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing-
ton asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The report referred to is as follows:

The Committee on Clalms, to whom was referred the bill (8. 691)
for the relief of Simon M. Preston, having considered the same, report
thereon with a recommendation that it do pass. :

Senate Report No. 1319, Sixty-second Congress, third session, coples
of letters written by the claimant to Hon, Samuel H. Piles, United
States Senator, also a letter written by Horace Preston to Hon. John
M. Gearin, United States Senator, and copies of the correspondence be-
tween Collector Preston and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue at
the time of the defalcation, are appended hereto as a part of this report.

[Senate Report No. 1319, Sixty-second Congress, third session.]

“ The Committee on Clai to which was referred the bill (8. 4957)
for the relief of Simon M. Preston, late collector of internal revenune
for the district of Mississippl, reports as follows:

“That it appears that Simon M., n was collector of internal
revenue and also stamp agent for the first collection distriet of Mis-

eissippi from June 1, 1869, to May 22, 1873 that it was necessary for
him to have deputy collectors; that one D, é. Kearns, who was highly
recommended, was nppoin&eeedmgﬁputy collector and entered into bonds,
with sureties at the time good, for the faithful discharge of his
duties ; that said Kearns continued to act as deputy collector until the
1st of March, 1871, when it was discovered that he, the said EKearns,
had embezzled moneys collected by him for the United States and was
a defaulter for the sum of $6,400, for which amount said collector,
Simon M. Preston, was bound to the Government and for which he stood
debtor to the Government in his account; that the said collector cansed
the said Kearns to be indicted and convicted and fined $5,836.38, which
was the amount of his unpald defaleations, and sentenced to be im-

risoned for 12 months; that the said Kearns was soon after pardoned

y the President of the United States and relieved from said fine and
imprisonment ; that the said Kearns and the sald sureties were irre-
sponsibla, and there was no means of getting the amount embezzled
by him ; that the pardon and release of said Kearns removed all clminces
of compelling restoration from him, and the said collector, Simon M,
Preston, was obliged to make good to the Government the defalcation
of said 'Keams, whereby great injustice was done him,

“Jt further appears that sald collector, Simon M. Preston, was a
stranger in Mississippi when he was appointed collector there and did
not know and was unable to find out the financial responsibilities. of
said Kearns's bondsmen. These bondsmen were all men of apparently
good reputation and ﬁrominent in the eitizenship of Mississipp!

“ It also appears that as a result of the suit brought by said Preston
against the suretles of said Kearns there could not be recovered the
amount of said defaleations, the balance being the amount clalmed in
this bill, viz, $5,836.38.

‘It further appears that the statute under which sald Kearns was
tried and convlcged provided that in ease of conviction the defendant
should not only be imprisoned, but he should be fined the amount of his
defaleation, was convicted and fined according te statute and sent
to prison; but soon thereafter Gov. Ames, an ambitious statesman of
Mississippi, listened to the requests of the influential friends of Kearns
and u upon President Grant the pardon of Kearns. It seems guite
clear that President Grant consented to do this with the understanding
and upon the consideration that the amount of Kearns's defalcation
should be made good. The President was informed that this had been
done, and there seems to be no doubt but that the President believed
thnt Kearns and his friends had repaid the amount stolen, whereas the
fact is that Preston himself had paid the money to the Government.
The claimant, Preston, protested against the pardon of Kearns until
the latter repaid to Preston the amount of money that he, I'reston, had
paid to the Government on account of the wrongdoing of Kearns. It
appears that certain influential friends of Kearns were at the time of

e pardon making arrangements to refund to Preston the amount he
had n obl to pay for his defanlting deputy, but the hasty pardon
by the President ?revented the consummation of this

“We do not belleve that Mr, Preston has any legal claim against the
Government, but we do belleve that he has an equitable elaim due to the
fact that by the action of the President in gnmtinf a pardon the claim-
ant was denied the right which the statute evidently contemplated when
it required as a part of the penalty the imposition of a fine equal to the
amount of the defaleation.

“We therefore report the bill with the recommendation that it do
mw’n
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.
TERESA GIROLAMI.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 3925) for the relief of Teresa Girolami.
The bill was read, as follows:
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any maoneys in the
Traa.uur{ not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,200 to Teresa
Girolami, widow of Ettore Girolami, late an engineer in the United
‘E-istat;es Immigration Service, who lost his life in the discharge of his
uty.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

AUSTIN G. TAINTER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17964) for the relief of Austin G. Tainter.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

REMAINS OF THE LATE ROBERT CALDWELL CULBERTSOXN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 20702) authorizing the health officer of the District
of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains
of the late Robert A. Culbertson from Woodlawn Cemetery,
District of Columbia, to Rocky- Spring Cemetery, Chambers-
burg, Pa.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the health officer of the District of Columbia
be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue a permit for the removal of
the remains of the late Robert A. Culberson Woodlawn Cemetery,
District of Columbia, to Rocky Spring Cemetery, Chambersburg, Pa,

With the following committee amendment :

Line 5, strike out “A, Culberson " and insert * Caldwell Culbertson.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have no objection fo the bill.
T am just wondering why it is necessary to pass it.
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Mr. MANN, There is no law which authorizes the issuing of
this permit. We have passed several of these bills at this ses-
sion of Congress, usually on District day.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no chjection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and
passed.

By unanimous consent, the title was amended to read: “A
bill authorizing the health officer of the District of Columbia to
issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the late Robert
Caldwell Culbertson from Woodlawn Cemetery, District of Co-
lumbia, to Rocky Spring Cemetery, Chambersburg, Pa.”

AMATO CASTELLANO AND OTHERS,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16777) for the relief of Amato Castellano, Libero Baranello, and
Michele Baranello.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the United States
TreasurE not otherwise ngpmpr!ated, to 1lmy to Amato Castellano,
Libero Baranello, and Michele Baranello, all of Brooklyn, N. Y., the
sum of $2,033.80, being the amount heretofore pald into the Treasury
of the United States in settlement of their certain bail bond in the
case of United States against Carmana Lobosco, convicted in the
United States Circuit Court for the Eastern District of New York, and
thereafter, while a fugitive from justice, rearrested through the efforts
of said sureties,

With the following committee amendment :

In line 7 strike out the fi *$2,033.30 " and insert in leu thereof
the figures * $2,000.” Bk 8

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM HENSLEY,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
13421) for the relief of William Hensley.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

MRS, JOSEPH CAMERON,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15934) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph Cameron.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretargu of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to %0 Mrs. Joseph Cameron, widow
of Joseph Cameron, the sum of 000, for ?hystcal and personal in-
uries sustained by sald Joseph Cameron while in the employ of the
Inited States Government near Minnehaha Falls, Mississippl River, in
the State of Minnesota, and while he was working on Government Dam
No. 1, on August 9, 1907.

The following committee amendment was read:

In line 5, strike out the figures * $2,600"” and substitute in lieu
thereof the figures “ $242."

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

FREANK HENRY ROGERS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
20439) for the relief of the heirs of the late Frank Henry
Rogers. : ;

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the heirs of the late Frank Henry
Rogers, who died from injuries received in the performance of his
duties as an assistant superintendent of construction under the Super-
vising Architect of the Treasury, while engaged in inspection work on
the Federal building at Bellaire, Ohio, the sum of $3,000. .

With the following committee amendment :

In line 10, strike out the figures * $5,000,” an
the fignres 2 458007 gu H and insert in lien thereof

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, if the gentleman
will agree to change that amount to $2,190, which is a year's
salary, I will not object.

Mr. POU. We will accept that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk calls attention to
the fact that there is an error in the enacting clause.

Mr. POU. I move to strike out the word “ Resolved,” and
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Be it enacted.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment,

.{ H. R.

Is there objection?

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the word * Resolved,” in line 1, and insert the words “ Be
it enacted.”

The amendment was agreed fto.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the committee
amendment by changing the figures “ $2,500 " to “ $2,190.”

The Clerk read as follows: !

Amend the committee amendment by striking out “ §$2,500,” and
inserting * $2,190."

The amendment was agreed fo. .

The committee amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

NABOR AND VICTORIA LEON,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
7043) for the relief of Nabor and Vietoria Leon.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is
hereby, authorized and directed to , out of any money in the
Treasur{l not otherwise nggroprlated, the sum of $780, and said sum of
$780 is hereby appropriated, to.be d In such portions and under such
regulations as the Secretary of Labor may prescribe to Nabor Leon and
Victoria Leon, being, resgectlvely. the father and mother of Rumaldo
Leon, an employee of the United States, who was drowned in the
course of his employment on construction work in the reclamation of
arid lands at Granite Reef, on Salt River, Maricopa County, Ariz., on
February 17, 1909, such sum being the amount to which the above
relatives would have been entitled under the provisions of the act of
Con, s of May 30, 1908, but which they did not receive because the
required affidavit of claim was not filed on their behalf within 90 days
after the death, as required by section 4 of the said act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,

was read the third time, and passed.
EVA G. BOND AND DAISY E. JACKSON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 16594) for the relief of Eva G. Bond and Daisy E. Jack-
son, sole heirs of the late Warren F. Jackson,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ls
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
uriy not otherwise appropriated, to Eva G. Bond and y B. Jackson
sole helrs of the late Warren F. Jackson, $266.27, for services renl:lemd
in carrying mail on route No. 8198, Louisiana, from January 1, 1861,
to May 31, 1861.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. Pou] that it would be wise now to ask
unanimous consent to move to reconsider the vote by which the-
several bills were passed and to lay that motion on the table.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the several
votes by which the several bills were passed and to lay that
motion on the table. ,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection it will be so
ordered.

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the gentle-
man from North Carolina to the fact that it is now half past 11
o'clock.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the order of the
House, the hour of half past 11 having arrived, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o'clock and
80 minutes p. m.), in accordance with the order heretofore made,
the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 11,
1915, at 11 o'clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an item of
legislation with the suggestion that it be incorporated in section
78 of House bill 15902, entitled “An act to amend, revise, and
codify the laws relating to the public printing and binding and
the distribution of Government publications,” pending in the
Senate (H. Doc., No. 1586) ; to the Committee on Printing and
ordered to be printed.

2. Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Kent Island Narrows, Md. (H. Doc. No. 1587) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed,
with illustration. -
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 20804) to provide
for the appointment of a district judge, district attorney, and
marshal for the western district of South Carelina, and for
other purposes, reported the same withont amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1363), which said bill and report were
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. DUPRE, from the Committee on the Judiclary, to which
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 284) giving the
consent of the United States for the State of Louisiana to insti-
tnte suit against the United States in the Supreme Court of the
United States, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1394), which said joint resolution and
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. STOUT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 20498) to validate title to
certain town sites in the State of Montana, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1395), which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union,

—

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XTII, private bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. SHERWOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was refeyred the bill (8. 6980) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1390), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 7213) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13891),
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (S. 7402) granting pensions and increase of pensions to

*certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1392),
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXITIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 21397) to reissue frac-
tional paper currency, and to facilitate the operation of parcel
post and assist trade between the citizens; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21398) to
amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act to regulate com-
merce,” approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 21399) providing for the
disposal of certain lands in Imperial County, Cal., and the pro-

ceeds arising therefrom; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. |-

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21400) to increase the cost
of construction of the Federal building at Globe, Ariz.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 21401) for the purchase of a site for a
public building at Flagstaff, Coconino County, Ariz.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21402) to provide for the
erection of a public building at Coleman, Tex.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Californin: A bill (H. R. 21403) to
create a tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21404) authorizing the ac-

quisition of a site and the construction of a public building at’

Yuma, Ariz ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 21405) for the purchase of a site for a
public building at Clifton, Greenlee County, Ariz.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BROCKSON: A bill (H. R. 21412) providing for the
appointment of a board of survey for the purpose of selecting
a suitable site for a naval armor plant at or near New Castle,
Del.,, and submitting an estimate of the cost thereof; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 21413) providing for the appointment of
a board of survey for the purpose of selecting a suitable site
for a maval armor plant at or near Wilmington, Del., and sub-
mitting an estimate of the cost thereof; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 419) favoring a protective tariff and permanent tariff com-
mission; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. VINSON (by request) : Joint resolution (H. J. Res.
420) preseribing qualifications of ambassadors, envoys, fune-
tionaries, and delegates to and from the United States; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HOBSON: Resolution (H. Res. 728) requesting cer-
tain information of the Secretary of State; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows: :
By Mr., BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21406) for the
relief of the estate of Martha J. Crockett, deceased; to the Com-

mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. CARR: A bill (H. R, 21407) granting an increase of
pension to Philip Berkeybile; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 21408) for the relief of
the Cincinnati, Saginaw & Mackinaw Railroad Co., of Saginaw,
Mich. ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 21409) granting a pension to
William Fuller; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21410) granting a pension to
James Mortensen ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 21411) for the relief of
George Iran; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BAILEY: Petition of Altoona (Pa.) Chamber of
Commerce, favoring passage of H. R. 5308, relative to taxing
mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT : Petition of Missouri Master Bakers'
Association, of Moberly, Mo., in favor of an embargo on wheat;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of Alwin Beyer, of Watervliet, N. Y., and 26
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of an embargo on arms;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of St. Anthony's Parish, membership 275, of
St. Louis, Mo., and citizens of 8t. Louis and vicinity, 118 in
number, in favor of an embargo on arms; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the
Fitzgerald amendment to the Post Office appropriation bill; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Charles C. Nichols, of St. Louis, Mo.; Harry
A. Drinker, of St. Louis, Mo.; and Lynn E. Bryan, of Web-
ster Groves, Mo., against the Fitzgerald amendment to the
Post Office appropriation bill; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DALH: Petition of New York associated dailies, pro-
testing against increase in postage on newspapers; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of journeymen hatters of (on-
necticuf, relative to operation of the Sherman Act; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Mr. DRUKKER : Petitions of St. John's German Lutheran
Church, of Passaic, and sundry citizens of Paterson, both of the
State of New Jersey, favoring passage of bills to prohibit export
of war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of Elmer X. Hubbard, of Cardenas,
Cuba, relative to federation of nations, first on the Western
Hemisphere ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of Woman's Club, of Orange, N. J., favoring
passage of the Palmer-Owen child-labor bill; to the Committee
on Labor.
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By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petitions of Charlestown Nest of Owls,
No. 14691; Warren Association of Charlestown; and Knights
and Ladies of St. Brendan, Boston, Mass., favoring the passage
of the Hamill bill—House bill 5139; to the Committee on Re-
form in the Civil Service.

By Mr. GILMORE : Petition of water commissioners of Brain-
tree, Mass,, against discontinuance by United States Government
of printing of envelopes with return address; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of O. A. Bohlin and C. D. Fyhr, of Brockton,
iI; ss., favoring embargo on wheat; to the Committee on Foreign

a1rs.

By Mr. GOEKE: Petitions of Herman Bruhl and others, Sam
Ambrose and others, Gottlob Wardner and others, F. J. Frey
and others, all citizens of Columbus, Ohio, favoring bills to pro-
hiﬁb'it export of war material; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of German Ro-
man Catholic State Federation of Pennsylvania, relative to pub-
lication called the Menace being suppressed; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of German Roman Catholic Central Vereins in
the State of Pennsylvania, favoring bills to prohibit export of
war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of Philadelphia County Federation of Protest-
ant Pafriotic Fraternities and Protestant Church Organizations,
protesting against bills to amend the postal laws; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn,
N. Y., favoring world federation of all nations; fo the Committee
on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of C. F. Hetzel, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring
passage of bills to prohibit export of war material; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of New York associated dailies, protfesting
against increase in postage on newspapers; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Algo, petition of associated physicians of Long Island, favor-
ing passage of the Palmer-Owen child-labor bill; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. HELGESEN : Petitions of citizens of Linton, Lidger-
wood, Leonard, Neche, Niagara, Alice, Amenia, Anamoose, Bar-
ney, Bismarck, Bisbee, Braddock, Calio, Casselton, Cathay, Cogs-
well, Crocus, Davenport, Devils Lake, Egeland, Elgin, Ender-
lin, Lincoln Valley, Fargo, Forbes Gardens, Grand Forks, Hen-
sel, and Hillsboro, all of North Dakota, favoring passage of
bills to prohibit export of war material; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Connecticut: Petition of journeymen
hatters of Connecticut, relative to operation of the Sherman
Act; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. KETTNER : Petitions of residents of Anaheim, Ful-
lerton, Orange, San Bernardino, Redlands, Murrieta, Los An-
geles, Elsinore, Banning, Beaumont, Whittier, Santa Ana, and
Del Mar, Cal., indorsing House joint resolution 377, placing
ﬁbargo on export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign

airs.

By Mr. LEWIS of Maryland: Petition of sundry citizens of
Crellin, Garrett County, Md., protesting against export of war
material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr, LONERGAN: Communication of August Michaelis,
of New Britain, Conn,, in re House joint resolutions 377 and
378, Senate bill 6688, and House bill 19548; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Co-
hasset, Mass, favoring Owen-Palmer child-labor bill; to the
Committee on Labor.

By Mr. MAHAN: Petition of Hermann Lodge, No. 13, 0. D.
H. 8., of Middletown, Conn., favoring embargo on arms; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of journeymen hatters of Connecticut, relative
to operation of the Sherman Act; to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

By Mr. MOORE: Petitions of Joseph Schwaab, Harry
Schmelie, and sundry other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., urging
passage of bills to prohibit export of war material; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of Tulsa (Okla.) Commercial
Club, favoring passage of House bill 20417; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petitions of journeymen
hatters of Connecticut, relative to operation of the Sherman
Act; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of St. Francis Holy Name Society, of New
Haven, Conn., favoring exclugion of the Menace from the mails;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of citizens and societies of Connecticut, favor-
ing embargo on arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. :

Also, petition of eitizens of Meriden, Conn., favoring estab-
IIi‘asl;g}ent of free employment agencies; to the Committee on

r

By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of 21 citizens of Dent, Minn.,
favering House joint resolution 377 placing embargo on arms;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of Minnesota State Dairyman’s Convention,
at Owatonna, Minn., urging legislation to prevent deception in
the manufacturing and sale of oleomargarine; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions from A. H. Naftz-
ger, George E. Bittenger, H. T. Newell, Lyon Fireproof Storage
Co., Kahn Beck Co., Kieselguhr Co. of America, Loeb-Fleishman
& Co., Brownstein Louis Co., Albert Cohn, Bent Bros., and
Laukota Garriotte Co., all of Los Angeles, Cal.; J. L. Tomlinson,
Claremont, Cal.; Santa Monica Water Co., Santa Monica, Cal.;
Covina Valley Farmers’ Club, Covina, Cal., favoring the print-
ing and issuing by the Government of stamped envelopes; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, resolution of the City Council of Alameda, Cal., protest-
ing against change of harbor lines; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors,

Also, joint resolution of the legislature, State of California,
favoring the Keating bill to pension soldiers engaged in the
Indian campaigns from 1865 to 1801; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of eitizens of Ama-
rillo, Tex., protesting against passage of House bill 20044 ; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. TEN EYCK: Resolution from citizens of Altamont,
N. Y, in favor of the Vollmer resolution, H. J. Res. 37T,
signed by Rev. Joel Martin, Rev. A. A. Frederick, Rev. George
gi iF‘urbeck, and 19 others; to the Committee on Foreign

airs.

By Mr. VOLLMER: Petitions of 2,656 American citizens,
favoring bills to prohibit export of war material; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry citizens of Amsterdam,
N. Y., favoring passage of bills to prohibit export of war mate-
rial; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

SENATE.
Tuaurspay, February 11, 1915.

The Senate met at 12 o'clock m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J, Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, Thou hast made life exceeding precious by
giving Thy life to the life of men. We have been called inte
union with the Divine. We are coworkers together with God
not only because we can cooperate with God, but we can be
coordinated with Thy life and Thy great purpose. We seek as
the supreme end of life to know Thy will, and we ask for the
grace that Thou alone canst give to us that we may do Thy
will. We have not been put under the thralldom of the order
of nature whose eternal note is recurrence; we have been given
the power of the spirit which calls us ever onward and upward
in the eternai progress of life. May we hold to the divine
principle and seck to follow the guidance of the living God.
For Christ’'s sake. Amen.

THE JOURNAL.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of the legislative day of Friday, February 5, 1915.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask that the further reading of
the Journal be dispensed with.

Mr. GALLINGER. I objeet, Mr. President.

Mr. LODGE. T object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection to dispensing
with the further reading of the Journal, The reading will
proceed.

The reading of the Journal was resumed and concluded.

Mr. McCUMBER and Mr. SAULSBURY addressed the Chair,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr, President, I ask to be excused from
further service on the—

The VICE PRESIDENT.
the approval of the Journal.

Let us first setile the question on
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